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fraud, etc., lie after suit at law commenced; evi 
dence. Anthony v. Valentine (Mass.S C.), Ab. 37 
5.— To recover money paid on contract for sale of 1: unds ; 
party in default may vot maintain; tender of deed; 
parol addition to contract under seal Lawrence v 
Miller (N. Y. App.), Ab mage” 
6.—Does not lie against trustee of pub lic charity for il 


legally discharging employee. Chamberlain _v. 
Clayton (Iowa 8. C.), Ab sos 2 ekcembeneeten nn oa ke $78 
See Practice. 
ADMINISTRATOR. Action lies against, person- 
ally, on award to heirs. Powers v. Douglass (Vt. 
C.), Ab er : 3 ied ” 497 
2.—Cannot borrow money on credit v estate. Mer- 
chants’ Natl. Bank v. Weeks (Vt. 8. AD... 195 
3.—Payment to foreign, of foreign poh se Valid 
against domestic administrator. Citizens’ Natl. 
Bank v. Sharp (Md. App Ab a %5 
4.—Pendente lite: action against for decedent’s debt. 
Benson v. Wolf (N. J. 8. C Ab a S606s C06cons 179 
ADMIRALTY. See Insurance, ote: “Maritime 
Law. 
ADOPTION. See Forgery. 
AGENCY. Broker; when right to compe nsation 
arises ; not bound to give advice; evidence (Me. 8. 
SEU 2ivscccoewnk. \kwedse Sem, Gad eudees (ameeeee eee 106 


2.—To collect rents gives no ‘authority to. agent to in- 
dorse check for rents payable to order of principal; 
trust; check for trust moneys to order = trustee. 
Robinson v. Chemical Natl. Bank (N. Y. App.), Ab. 494 

3.—Declaration of agent, when binding se prine ipal 


Lyman v. Boston & M. R. R. Co. (N. H. Ab 77 
4.—Execution of instrument by agent to bind prine ipal; 
how executed. Bryson y. Lueas (N. C. ), full... 206 


5.—Negotiable instrument payable at Nok y Sd fail- 
ing with funds in hand. Indig v. Natl. City Bank 
(N. Y.), N 


6.—Principal not bound by insolvent discharge of debtor 
dealing with agent as principal: conflict of laws. 
Guernsey v. Wood (Mass. 8. C.), Ab........ - 2% 

7.—When payment to agent valid. Putnam v. -. French 
tie Vl eee ee rer - 37 
See Bank sand Banking; Carrier of Goods; . 2 raud; 


Partnership ; Usury. 
ALABAMA AWARD. See Insurance, Marine. 
ALIMONY. See Divorce. 
ALTERATION. Of bank note ; rights of holder for 
value. Suffell v. Bank of England (Eng. Q. B. D 
full ae jsukd: “eb o8s aakwenn | 512 
2.—Memorandum on back of note, reducing interest, 
not, and does not no ool curety Cambridge Sav- 
ings Bank vy. Hyde (Mass, 8. C.), Ab. ares 


VoL. 2 24, 





AND NOTES OF CASES. 





full, by Full; Current Topics, by C. T.; Notes 
AMERCEMENT. See Sheriff. Page. 
ANIMALS. Action for injuries from bite of dog; hy- 
drophobia; knowledge of viciousness. Pottle v. 
Wilberforce (Eng.), C. T Bcc Cea x iene 
2.—Bees, property in (Eng.), a es 143 
3.—Contributory negligence; death caused oe sy eet 
ous animal. Vredenburg v. Behan (La. 8. C.), N.... 483 
1.—Cruelty to; leaving parrots without ‘cua, not. 
Swan v. Saunders (Eng. Q. B. D.), Ab.. 58 
5.—Trespass ; one has right to drive hog off ‘premises, 
but not to unnece wiry! kill it with dogs. Thomp- 
aoe ©. Beehe CAME. Bi Md, Tha cocks bcicss cnc. 6d enesenns 402 
See Municipal ¢ ‘orporations 2 Statutor y ‘onstruction. 
APPEAL. None to Court of Appeals from interlocu- 


tory judgment. Walker v. Spencer (N.Y. App.), Ab. 414 
Does not lie to Court of Appeals, from order re- 


fusing to vacate judgment. Keck v. Werder (N. Y. 

MTs Bi ia 60s chpaineksn «teem 453 
3.—Order granting open Cc ommission involves ‘substan- 

tial right. Jemison vy. Citizens’ Sav. Bk.  &. ; 

Po fe ern iawaktre aie concnas OO 


See Assignime nt. 

APPURTENANCES. See Deed. 

ARBITRATOR Not civilly liable for corrupt 
award; but cannot recover fees for award when 
valueless and void. Jones v. Brown (lowaS8. C.), N. 503 

See Married Woman. 


ARREST. Allowable in action on foreign samgunemh. 
Baxter ve Drake (N. Y. App.), AD......ccc..05 coves 73 

ASSAULT. Force necessary ; scluatenth ‘submission 
»y servant tocommand of mistress. Latter v. Brad- 
dell (Eng. App.), Ab si ckabeumccnneteendspeaseaious 57 

See Trespass. 

ASSAULT AND BATTERY. Right of passen- 
ger to remain in railroad station. seapee v. Me- 
pene Cee. ince oaticsas ine was-cced du sarbuen -- 118 


ASSESSMENT. R icht to recover bas k money paid 
on. Purssell v. Mayor (N App.), Ab.... 133 
See Taration. 


ASSIGNEE. See Bankruptcy; Costs. 

ASSIGNMENT. Of account ; how_made; what is 
not sufficient. Truax v. Slater (N. Y. App.), Ab.... 534 

2.—Check on bank; when operates as assignment of 
deposit. German Savings Inst. v. Adae (U.S. C. C., 
Mo.), Full. 








3.—Creditor cannot make a valid, of part ‘of his claim. 
Beardslee v. Morgner (Mo. 8. C.), Ab. ........... 
4.—For creditors ; accounting; ¢ alia t of. jurisdiction; 
proceedings pending between two courts; practice ; 
—— under ¢ ag ag * ivil Procedure,§ 786. Schuehle 
geet Sa eS aera ee 373 
5. validity of; evidence of fraudulent intent; 
appeal; review of facts on. Schultz v. Hoagl land 
. me ‘App Qs ctecsee. dbo ace-aneakis Set etaneenee 
6. : assignee continuing ‘business; reckless ex- 
penditures by, not allowed; commissions. Matter 
of Dean (N. Y. App.), Ab.. 474 





See Banks and Banking ; Insurance, Life. hi 
| ASSUMPSIT. See Action. 
| ATTACHMENT. Of corporate stock, when not 
sustained. Beckwith v. Burrough (R. I. 8. C.), full. 204 
2.—Grantee of defend: we c - move to vacate ; affidavits 
for. Trow’s P. & B. Co. v. Hart (N. Y. App.), Ab... 113 
ATTORNEY AND CLIENT. Attorney’slienon 
moneys of client. In re Knapp (N. Y. App.) Full.... 106 
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CARRIER OF GOODS Continued. ~ Page. 














oe AND CLIENT —Continued. Page. | 
—Attorney’s lien enbjoat to set- off. Natl. Bank of 2.— pageage | of posoonaes not *‘ merch wv ia® within 
Winterset v. Eyre (U. 8. C. C., Iowa), Ab ... 415 U. » 8 428 The Marine City (U. D. C.) 

3. —Contingent fee; agreement be tween, that ‘attorney Ab. Leniabesm dba denbeeae dea ikh« £08 dkebahee 35 
is to receive as compensation one-half of sum col- | 3.—Contract “exempting from liability. for injury ‘to 
lected, unlawful. Ackert v. Barker (Mass. 8. C.), goods transported does not release from loss by 
Scntdes* Aas cetabtcobéedss celaeekt eerage capiae 369 own negligence. Holsapple v. Rome, W. & O. R. R. 

4. Knowledge of attorney as affecting ‘client. Ford v. } Co. (N. Y. App.), Ab.... . .. 458 
French (Mo. 8. C.), Ab... sésnaea<en ae 4.—Conversion by; delivery upon order of consignee to 

5.—Power of, ziven as security, not revoc able. ‘Stewart third person, not. Glyn, M. C. & Co. v. East & W. 

y; 
. Hilton (U.S. C. C., Vt.), Ab... 194 India D. Co. (Eng. App.), Ab...... ae .- 119 

6. Desteanshins | right of action by surviving partner 5.—Not liable beyond line; carrier company ‘agreeing 
statute of limitations. Noble v. Bellows (Vt. C.) for transportation over connecting railroads, not 
Ab 6c eeee ecee vi agent of railroad company. St. Louis los. Co. v. St. 

At 497 f railroad company. St. Louis Ins. C ; 
7.—Right toc harge retaine rs: usage. McLellanv. Hay- Louis, V.T. H. & Ind. R. R. Co. (U.S. S. C.), Ab..... 514 
OS 4 gee . 586 6.—Lien ; second of two connecting carriers has a lien 
See Negoti thle Instruments : Set-off. | ~ first ¢ — 8 charges as well as +7 own. Potts 
AUCTIONEER. See Conversion ; Statute of Frauds. -NY.&1 R. Co. (Mass. 8. C.), Noes... eee 464 
CARRIER - PASSENGERS. Passenwer tak- 
. P ing unsafe seat at invitation of servant of carrier: 

BAIL. See False Imprisonment. contributory negligence. Downie v. Hendrie (Mich. 

BAILMENT. Delivery to foreign executor of bailor, 8. C.), Ab....... 2.2... «+. ese0 396 
discharges bailee, though executor misappropriates; 2.—Negligence ; duty as to constructing ship ; liability 
conflict Of law. Shakespeare y. Fidelity lus. Co for injury to passenger from helplessness resulting 
(Penn. 8. C.), Ab.... sanexeecdehsceksces Mae from \negligence. Smith v. British & N. A. R. M. 

“See Pledye. S. P. Co. (N. Y. App.), Ab. sonsce ssee evoses OM 
BANKS AND BANKING. Agency; responsibility 3.— Liability for banc ap Ag passenger. The Nederland 905 
of one receiving for collection, for neglect of its cor- 4.—Rule requiring ticket to ride on freig ht trains; no- ui 
Ste » - —Ty K ~ » go F; s; a 
2.1) he Guelick v. Natl. State Bank (Lowa “ tice. Burlington & Mo. R. Ry. Co. v. Rose (Neb. 8. 
2.—Authority of cashier to compromise debts, pre- ee | eeegerpenee ices renner 157 
sumed ; parol offer to compromise accepted by other oan Seer 
creditors binds creditor making it; tender; of CHAMPERTY. See Attorney and Client. 
check. Chemical Natl. Bank v. Kohner (N. Y. App.), j CHARTER PARTY. See Maritime Law 
Me edgcctuvdesc Sines. °", ei taud, vonmeme Smblepelecen 133 ee ee ee 
3.—Assignment of stock not trans forable on books, CHATTEL MORTGAGE. See Mortyay 
when valid. roy al Natl. Bank v. Eliot Natl. See Assi * Negotiabl st nts 
Bank (U.S. C. C. Mass.), Full .............000 nen | CHER. Se Actigamont; Negotiable In tenner g ae 
4.—Payment of ¢ heck; when credit by corre sponding CITIZENSHIP See Corporation; Removal of 
bank is, to collecting bank. Briggs v. Central Natl. Cause. 
Te AG Rae - | CIVIL DAMAGE LAW. Facts constituting cause 
5.—Relation between bank and de »positor; trust mou- of action need not be proved beyond a reasonable 
eys ; banker's ~ agent as Lg gh dissolution ; doubt. Welch v. Jugenheimer (lowaS. C.), Ab .... 395 
yractice; appeal. Central Natl. Bank v. Connecticut 2 governing interference i 
Mut. L. Ins. Co. (U.S. 8.C.), Ab........... 454 a of club. Dawkins ¥-1 Anirobus rg Png 
6.—Set-off; stockholder cannot set off amount of de- .4 spies ae re 
r0sit against amount due for unpaid assessments. SRS a a elgialas Regine hie ee Soe 
ae ‘ee Savings Bank v. Bastain (Penn. S. C.), COLLISION. See Maritime Law. 
palaskeon  stakean aaa weseseceseessssesees 178 | CONFLICT OF LAW. When Federal courts fol- 
oy Age ney; Alteration : National Banks; Notice; | low Gecis sions of State courts. Soustiey v. Keeley 
Savings Banks; Taxation (U. “a 2 Se ” “Sa a igae ieee 154 
BANKRUPTCY. Assignee may not maintain ac- 2—W hen court of e quity ¥. ay Testi ain suit | r court of 935 
tion to enforce agree ment between creditors. Dud- , another State. Cole v. Young (Kans. S.C), Ab. .... 335 
ley v. Easton (U.S. 8S. C.), Ab .. .......... 495 3.—Ler loci contractus: phe ~ sold in one Sti ate to be 

2.—Promise to pay debt, "made pending proceedings, sent to another State by carrier. Mack v. Leo (B. I. 237 
goes not revive debt. Groves v. McGuire wy. App.), ‘ 5. C.), seed Hiatt y. Griswold (U.8.G.C.. Vt, Ab. “7 
N.. eae) veoee 423 | S——; Usury. Hie riggs es ' 

3. : ” Stillweil v. ‘Coope a Pg, ee 463 5.—Legitimacy of child born abroad, by what ‘law estab- “ 

lished. Re Goodman’s Trusts (Eng. App.), Ab...... 97 
‘R. } neg connect be admitted to. Robinson's a 6.—Limit of authority of States Crim | haylgable 
pane (Biases. BS. C.), FUN... ....cccece Kak cannons 8 | rivers. Reitz v. St. Louis (U.S.C , Mo.), Ab..... 134 
BASTARDY. See Criminal Law ; 7.—Pendency of suit for same cause - action - Fede- 
og 4 s alfe Ss. y 
BIGAMY. See Criminal Law - and Rate c courts. Latham v. Chaffee (U.S. C.C., - 
BILL OF LADING. Contract in, revocable by owner —_ | 8.—St atute has no extra. ‘territorial force ; presumption 
of goods. Halsey v. Warden (Kans. 8. C.). Ab -. 19% as to foreign law. Carpenter v. Grand Trunk Ry. 
BILL OF REVIEW. See Practice | Co. (Me yy Cc ) » oe nase : see F nae 
| Lw— Ss é Ss é 
BONDS. Official; of revenue collector not designat- ” pmo seame Treas oy din grein ton « t bi ay of 
ing district valid; suretyship; demurrer. United | a ©. Mame Me C.). Ab... 396 
States v. Jackson (U. 5.5. C.), Ab - 435 ria iy amy ayp aes “ it t: Eleet tions: . Maritime Law. an 
See Constitutional Law: Municipal ‘Corporations | see Agency; Assignment 5 £ ’ cas 
Statutory Construction. | CONSPIRACY. Requisites of qinformation for; 
BOUNDARIES. Fixed monuments prevail over } venue. People vy. Arnold (Mich. 8. C ), full......... 208 
courses. Kalbfleisch v. Standard Oil Co, (N. J. App.), See Criminal Law. 
SSR - re , ‘ 215 | Gao ‘nutenst > Morton 
2.—Of land by highway; grant extends to center, if CONSIDERATION. See Contract; Mortgage; 
owned by grantor, unless terms of conveyance ex- | Suareryenen ° : 
clude it. Low v. Tibbetts (Me. 8S. C.), Full......... 4133 CONSTITUTIONAL LAW, ( —— seston 
am . ‘ t ic office not. City yandotte v. Drennan 
BREACH OF PROMISE. Of marriage ; evidence (Mich. S.C.) Ab - perdi nner agape aS 
that —— ant had oe n plaintiff a newspaper con- 2.—Dower right not affec te a by repeal of statute ; : im- 
taining love poem with a sequent to read, admis- pairing contract. O’Kelly v. Williams (N. C.S. C.), 
sible. Richmond v Roberts (Il. G.3, G. F.. 22 >” ili a oa ARE eam 7, ae 
BRIBERY. Election: offers by c endits ute to pay ex- 3.—Elec tion; validity of st« itute to ascertain qualific 
penses of offic oon give sal: Bry,f° the poor. waegee tions of voters. In re The Polling Lists (R. I. 8. C.), 
Ne ee 441 Full aan soa cate cebnnsnc Koh Seenaaeanors -.. 285 
BROKER. See Agency. 4. — € dying oe"centont not admissible as 
- — learsay right to be confrontec 28s8es. 
BURDEN OF PROOF. See Negligence. Green v. State (Ala. 8. C.), N......ccc. cocccccese 244 
BURGLARY. See Criminal Law. 5.—Imprisonment for a bt; ‘contempt for not paying 
BURIAL Right of control of eepulture of dead | judgment. Ex parte H: ardy (4 Ala. 8. z 0 holder 103 
body. We Walker (Mass. S. C.), Ab ~6 6.—Evidence, provision as to ; license, when holder 
ody eld v alker a 0 < roduce State v. Higg 3(R. I. $.C.), Ab 58 

2.—Right in lot in grounds acquired by voluntary asso- . —_= produce. |: A he cott nost ete tay 25 
ciation, exclusive to owner of lot; trespass quare od al act construed ; subject ON va 4 ‘At epee 434 
clausum. Smith v. Thompson (Md. App.), Ab...... 257 | Matter of opening 138th street | "gle an 

| §&—Marriages, mixed, statute forbidding, constitu- 
tional. Goss v. State (Tenn. 8. C.), Ab....... ...... 118 
CARRIER OF GOODS. Agent will not bind by 9.—Maryland oyster law valid. The Ann (U.S.D.C., 
fraudulent bill of lading; when custom will not alter  dcksd & shguens +> _ -eeseedendexengages 515 
cous t. Robinson v pena &C.R. R. Co. (U 10.—New York constitutional provi sion of 1875 forbid 
8. C. _  o Ssh esr es = .. 535 | ding town aid to corporations, valid as to subscrip- 











INDEX-DIGEST TO 


ABSTRACTS, ETC 547 





CONSTITUTIONAL LAW-—Continued. Pi 
tions authorized previously; municipal corporation; 
acts ultra vires. Buffalo& J. Kh. R. Co. v. Falconer 
(0.8. 8.C), Ab io: dees casas. so ehanhene 

11.—Office, removal from : ‘offic e-holde r has no property 
in office; Office not a contract; right to judicial 
hearing. Donahue v. County of Will (Il. S. U.), Ab. 

12.—State constitutional provision forbidding legislature 
to provide for payment of State debt invalid. State 
ex rel. Atty.-Gen. v. Young (Minn. 8. C.), Ab 

13.—State law imp iiring contract; alter me Poon of munic . 
pal charter so as to prevent taxation to pay city 
debt ; mandamus. U.38. ex rel. Wolf v. Mayor, ete. 
(0 8.8. C.), Ab 

14.—State sti utute : vbolis thing rir mprisonme :nt for de bt con- 
stitutional as to existing debts. Viall v. Penniman 
(0.8.8. C.), Full ... : = os o es 

15.—Statute of limitations; statue reviving right of crim- 
inal prneee ution barred by, invalid. Moore v. State 
(N. oS ae ae eee 

16. Sa F.. excusing public ‘officer from liability for 
say moneys stolen from or lost by him, without 
1is fault, constitutional. Board of Education v. Mc- 
Landsborough (Ohio 8. C.), N 

17.—Question of law not fact; statutory construc tion; evi- 
dence; journals of legis 1: iture may be referred to to 
show law constitutional; change in title of bill dur- 
ing passage; municipal bonds; pospons: interest. 
Town of W 4 Ber v. Wade (U 3s. 8S. C.), Ab a at 

18.—Tax on income of corporation by Stz “4 valid. Phila. 
Contributionship for Insurance v. Comm. (Penn. 8. 
et ME. - naa h meatasike a acte Sue oawese canaaictae 

19.—Tax, Stz ate, on pri )perty in transitu, cannot be levie d. 

Ogilvie v. Crawford County o 5. CC. Iowa), Ab. 

Trial; defendant entitled to counsel at verdict. 

Smith’v. State (Wis. 8. @.), Ab 

21.—Validity; special statutes authorizing ‘munie ipal 
bonds. Tipton County v. Rogers’ Locomotive & M. 





Works (U.38.S8.C.), Ab cai wareae 
See Sunday 
CONTEMPT. Justice of the peace no power to com- 
mit for. Rheinhart v. Lautz (N. J A are 
See Process: Sta hg Raa Peedle Rate 


CONTINGENT FEE. See 


Contract 


Attorney and Client; 


CONTRACT. Procured by agent from his principal 
by fraud may be rescinded by prine ipal. Pegram y. 
Charlotte, C. & A. R. Co. (N C.). Ab.. 


2.—Breach of, when precludes from recovery for parti: ul 

performance Douchy v. Drake (N. Y. App.), Ab... 
protnise by bankrupt discharged in 
Higgins v. 


> 


3.—Consideration ; 
compositon to pay remainder of debt. 
A 





Dale (Minn. 8S. C ), RR Pee sah te laittas Cea 
4.——; for indorsement. Natl. Bank of Gloversville 
v. Place (N App.), Ab Pre ren re 5 
5.——:_ must be b vod v valu ible and lawful: oe ©: nt 
to suppress evider Barron v. Tucker (Vt. a” 
Ab P 
6.—Construc tion of; forfe iture of “pay ‘on ‘leaving ser- 
vice. Heber v fg. Co. (R.1. 8. C.), Ab. 
7.—Wagering ; a, of ck on margins void Dick 
son’s Exr. v. Thomas (Penn. S. C.), Ab.... 
8.—By County Commissioner to pay an attorney acon- 
tingent fee, against public policy and void. County 
of Chester v. Barber (Penn. 8. C.), N............. 
9.—Defense in action for breach of; omission of plain- 


tiff at defend unit's request; interest; damages 
Winch vy. Mut. Benefit Lee Co. (N. Y. App.), Ab.... 
10.—Illegal; illegality need not be specially pleaded; 
commission to government officer on purchases by 
gove rnment. Oscanyan y. Winchester 7? Arms 





Co. (U.S. S. C.), Full 

11..— eement to ympound ‘crime. Whitmore | 
v ! Eng. App.), “Ab enon és eesaowd ee 

2.- -Tmpli “4 undise losed intention does not affect. 
Prince v. McRee (N. C. 8. C b. 

13.——; supply of goods by manufac ture! r not other 


wise dealer in them. Johnson vy. Raylton (Eng. 
Q. B. D.), C. T. 421. Full , 
14.—Invalidated by concealment ‘of material fac t: agent 
acting for other party. Havemeyer v. Havemeyer 
(N. Y. App.), Ab , peddds Oheey =a 
15.--For forestalling mi arket , void taymond y. 
(Mich. S. C.), Full Salih: cn + ceaseiiicans aerate cs 
16.--Promise in singular number signed by sé eral is 
joint and several ; foreclosure ; judgment for defi- 
ciency. Fond Du ‘Lac Harrow Co. v. Haskins (Wis. 
C.), Ab Serer te eee 4 
17.—Promise to ‘'m: irry : wh: at constitutes refusal where 
no time fixed. W age nseller y. Simmers (Penn. 8. C.), 
[errr 
18.—Negotiable instrument, alteration of contract to. 
Scofield v. Ford (lowaS. C.), Full 
19.—Party; when stranger to suit may sue on contract. 
Wynn v. Wood (Penn. 8. C ), Ab 
20.--By railroad company to furnish unnec essary ac. c :om- 
mod: Mione to one express company wh alid. Texas 
Ex. Co Texas & P. Ry. Co. (U S.C , Tex.), Ab. 
21.—Rese Sadan of; where party asking aos not return 
value received action will not lie. 
epee GR, Bi cteccccss. acta os 
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CONTRACT—C sation’, Page. 





22. ; sale of promissory note of third perty then in- 
solvent. Day v Kinney (Mass. S. C.), Ab 215 


23.--Wagering; sale of grain for future delivery; ; sec curity 
given on gambling sale, void. Barnard v. Backhaus 
(Wis. S.C.), Ab .. 5 
—; _ .Y moe k ona ‘margin. 
(Penn. Ful 
25.—For tne ice & — ‘month; if employe be disc harged 
wrongfully, suits may be brought at the end of each 
month. Isaacs v. Davis (Ga. 8. C.), Ab.. 
26.—Statute of Frauds; verbal contract not ‘to be ‘per- 
os. as a year void by. Levison v. Stix (N. Y. 
} ) iS  papha ih Gib gil a -Gac eeee 
27.—Wages earned by unlawful, ‘of service, not _recover- 
able. Birkett v. Chatterton (R. 1.8. C.), Full 
See Action; Bill of Lading; 
stitutional Law ; Corporations; Fraud ; Master and 
Servant; Office and Officer; Specific Performance ; 
Statute of Frauds; Sunday. 
CONVERSION. Demand and refusal, what consti- 
tutes. ‘Tuttle v Hazard (N. Y. App.). Ab........... 535 
2.—Sale by auctioneer. Natl. Mercantile Bank v. Rymill 
(Eng. @. B. D.)s AD...00000  anvnrseens 97 
3.—Sale in auction yi ard by another, not conversion by 
auctioneer. Natl. Mercantile Bank v. seein (Eng. 
Say Geir iss ane senses’ 2h epee 
See Carrier - - Nuisance. 


CONVEYANCE. Fraudulent; creditor cannot im- 
peach collaterally. Mesmore vy. Haggard (Mich. 8. 
Ries dks veticnns + csche Amgdwey seakiseaseeeanaeeel 517 
—Fraudulent ; when “fraud _presumed ; subsequent 
"creditor. Burdick v Pig Ae J.8.C.C. Iowa), Ab..... 235 

See Fraud: Undue Influence. 


CONVICTION. See Criminal Law. 
COPYRIGHT. Not allowable, of title previously 


used. Dicks v. Yates (Eng. App.), Ab........-....... 
CORPORATIONS. Charter, forfeiture of, for non- 

user. State v. Council Bluffs & N. F. Co. (Neb. 8. C.), 

Bas. aivan:. senoeevees. pamaesceneandass 296 
2.—May exercise ‘in another State — powers given by 

charter; conflict of law. Pierce - ees (R. I. 

8. C.), Ab 6c bbe a6 cmb euneeiinn 7 
3.—C itizenship of; service of proc ess; jurisdiction i" 

Federal courts. Eaton v. St. Louis, Shakspear M. & 

8. Co. (0.8.C C. Mo.), Ab.... 


24. Smith v. Thomas 








Carrier of Good: 











4.—Contracts be tween promoters before i eee ation, 
when valid. Lorillard vy. Clyde (N. Y. App.), Ab. 373 
5.—Director may be creditor and secure debt by bidding 
in corporate property at exec aioe sale. Hallam 
v. Indianola Hotel Co. (lowa8.C ), Ab. ..... 478 
6.—Director, liabillty of, for debts National Bank of 
Rutland v. Page’s Exrs. (Vt. 8. C.), Ab...........-46 457 
7.—Domicile of joint-stock company | suabie in name of 
yoeitent.. Fargo v. Louisville, N. A. C. Ry. Co. 
(U.8.C 4 Sema ere 74 
8.—Interest pa allowable -. liability of stockholders. 
Munger vy. Jacobson (I'1. ie Aees46. caenutnas 295 
9.--National bank; resider nee e an right to maintain ac- 
tion in Federal courts. Orange Natl. Bank v. Traver 
Ce. HG. Se GPT, B ctcctasanpiccaa sntseunssiaeseanne 116 
10.—Authorized to issue negotiable pape rto fixed limit, 
cannot plead ultra vires when limit e ZO eeded. Auer- 
heck v. La Suer Mill Co. (Minn. 8. C.), Ab... ......... 476 
11.—Negotiable instrument; when li: ie on note given 
by president for money for its use. Castle v. Belfast 
PF. Se. Cees: Be OD, Bec ccssscse 
12.—Officer receiving salary not e ntitled to extra com- 
pensation without contract. Pew Vv. First Natl. Bank 
(OS eae oan: <aneesanp nee” ahs sate, A 
13.— Authority of officers to act for; acknowledgment of 
mortgage in another ¥: ate. Hodder v. Kentucky & 
G. E. Ry. Co. (U. 8. C. C.), Ab. -- 257 
14.—Railroad company; hens?» ition does pot release 
—— ribers for stock. Atchison, Col. & R. R. Co. 
Fen ee errr ere 335 
D. a conduct express business. Southern 
Ex Co, . Memphis & L.R. R. Co. (U. 8. C. C., 
BD, Bisse. ongrcsesascssenasiacieuse 515 
16. ‘re utd nee formed under laws of sev eral ‘States. 
Stout vy. Sioux City & Pac. R. R. Co. (U. 8. C. C.,, 
Neb Je pT eer ere er ee ee 515 
17.—Residence of; State court cannot. appoint receiver 
of foreign. Stafford v. American Mills Co. (R. IL. 
Go. & nu céunaecarie das dudieadd pein imeamedial 237 


: waiver of right to remove cause. Balt. & Ohio 

RB. B. Co. v. Koonts (U. 8. 8. ©.), Puall..scss. .sscos.- 487 
19.—Savings bank; notice; conveyance to employe. 

Appeal of Philipsburgh Savings Bank (Penn. 8. C.), “ 

Wicdincss: 46ks pins <> noobs debra anes a 
20.—C orporate ‘stoc k, subse riptions to; what necessary 

to make binding on subse eo Excelsior Grain - 

Co. v. Stayner (N. Y. &. C.), Pull .. .....c0c-cccce 199 
21.--Lii wility of stockholder, ‘where less thes par 

forstock. Flinn v. Bagley (U.S. D. C., Mic ‘paid 
22.—One holding stock in Sledge liable as po 

if acting assuch. Griswold v. Seligman (Mo. S. C.), ” 

Do a eee e eee ce er een eee ssee Seeses sesese-sesesee or 

23.—Ultra vires ; under authority to borrow money can- 

not issue irredeemable bonds. Taylor v. Phila. & R. 

See Se ee rrr 180 
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CORPORATIONS —Continued. 

24. : defense of not available to defeat liability on 
contract. Missouri Valley Land Co. vy. Bushnell 
(Neb. 8S. C.), Ab.... ‘bys 


Page. 








See Constitutional Law ; Munie ipa ul ‘orporat ions ; 
Negotiable Instruments ; Part Practice: Taxa 
tion. 

COSTS. Assignee beneficially interested liable for. 

Davenport v. Elizabeth (N. J.8.C.), Ab....... «..+.- 216 

COUNTERFEITING. See Jurisdic tion. 


COURT-MARTIAL. 


Jurisdiction may be in —e d 
into by civil courts. *” 


Barrett v. Hopkins | (U 






















































Piss conn tier eset eotenheccecs 
COVENANT. Runningwith land ; widow whois de- 
visee Of husband liable upon his covenant of war- 
ranty. Clark y. Winchell (Vt. 8. C.), Ab. 397 
CIVIL DEATH. When imprisonment effects. 
‘Town of Baltimore y. Chester (Vt. 5. C.), Ab.... 319 
CRIMINAL LAW. Abortion; evidence ; declara- 
tions; noxious medicine ; examination of witness ; 
ae or unusual punishment. State v. Gedicke (N 
J.8. i Sree pareween ‘tien . aor 
et. conviction may be had on uncorrobo- 
rated testimony of prosecutrix. State vy. McGloth 
DL GE GLE Miiccns secvecccese «canseceeaen 519 
3.—Bigamy ; first marriz ize obtaine d by fr vd of woman 
and without paterné al consent; limitation. (Aus 
GEER CROGR, IN... 02052 cove eae sen Bee 
4. . presumpti mn} ‘a restion for jury. Reg. v. Wilt 
shire (ing. Cr. Cas. FE.) AD. ..ccccc.cs cove. ceccccs 119 
5.—Burglary of empty saf 
State v. Beal (Ohio S. C.), N... ........-2008: 3 
6.—Conspiracy to intimid: vb sti itutory construc tion. 
Embry v. Comm. (Ky. App.), Ab......... 399 
7.—Conviction ; what sufficient to ¢ onstitute ; ple vading 
guilty. U nited States v. Watkinds (U. C. C., Or.), 
AD neces creeeeec cer eres cesceeeeeecsereeee — es Ti) 
8.—Evidence; admissibility and competency of that of 
accomplices. Collins v. People (Ill. 8. C.), Ab.... 157 
9. ; declarz itions by accus ed, when admissible in 
his own behalf. State v. Daley (Vt. S. C.), Ab....... 59 
10. ; dying declarations not receivab ie. \- exonera- 
tion of accusec oeck v. People (IL S ), N. 422 
1.———-; confessions procured by fh S held 
out by police officer. ys V. Pee, Cr. C 
tes.), Ab.. ee 2 aiedinge P 
12. foot-tracks ex: umine do in al ence of accused, 
competent. State v. Morris (N.C. 8. C.) i) 
is ; witness not expert may te stify to e xiste nee of 
blood spots; conduct of accused person after 
crime; declarations of third parties; trial. Green 
fleld v. Peuple (N. Y. App.), Ab............ 13 
14.———-; presumption of chastity, when not allowable. 
Commonwealth v. Whittaker (Mass. 8. C_), N. 283 
15.—Election law, violation of; indictment, duplic ity in: 
charging two offenses necessarily connected. Hali 
w, Peewee Ci. FT. BC.) BD cc. ccccccse ce ccccecsesce 519 
16.—False pretenses; what necessary to Constitute. 
State v. Hiffuer (N.C. 8. C.), Ab. - --. 158 
17 ; offense not c omple te where si sale of goods void 
by statute of frauds and no delivery; delivery to car- 
rier not delivery. Ex parte Parker (Neb. 8.C.), Ab. 459 
18. ; as to ownership of real estate; evidence; no- 
tice. State v. Hill (Me. 8. C.), Ab ae 
19.—Forgery; lack of resemblance of signature no de- 
fense (Austrian case), N. ..... ..........- a 
20. of city certificate of indebtedness; indorse- 
ment; uttering. Lishop v. State (Md. App.), Ab.... 519 
21.——j; inchoate instrument. Regina vy. Harper 
(Eng. Cr. C. R.), Ab... ......... iad nbasiencavaneeues 199 
22. : “ false dged” ; adeed by one assuming to act 
as attorney without authority, not. State v. Wil- 
son (Minn. 8. C.), AD... «se seee cee ees cece eens 57 
23.—Former conviction of different offe nse upon same 
facts. Wilcox v. State (Tenn. 8 C ), Ab. 118 
*4.—Gaming ; ‘French pool” or Paris mutual” is a 
* contrivance used in betting.”” Commonwealth v 
Simonds (Ky. App.), N I. 
25.—Homicide in resistance to illegal ‘arrest. Ross v. 
State (Tex. App.), N............ cagaeee re 
26.—Indictment; obscene libel introduc in school- 
house. State v Pennington (Tenn.S. C.), Ab ..... 58 
27. ‘ “ public place”’; * public street, highway and 
side-walk.’ State v. Moriarity (Ind. 8. C.), 322 
28.—Insanity stays judgment and execution inc apit al 
felony. Statev. Vann(N.C.S.C.), Ab.............. 258 
29.—Jeopardy, once in, escape of aaiene r during trial ; 
discharge of jury ‘without verdict; second trial. 
People v. Higgins (Cal. S. C.), N.......---.+sseseee ese 522 


30.—Jurisdiction: prisoner c onfined under sentence in- 

dictable for criminal act. maaan v. Howard (Ind. 

8. C.), Ab , Ree sd 

31.—Justice of the Peace, li: ability of; _ministeria 

judicial functions. State v. Sneed (N. C. 8. C.), 

32.—Larceny, gttomet to commit, what is. People v. 
Ab 








Jones (Mich. MI MD otag. sas anee «cseboctionndecegeens 

33. ; payment of chi 7 ge ‘induc ed by threats. Reg. 
Lovell (Eng. C. Cas. R.), Ab. .........-. (ecnebuaas 139 
eens lost property; flood wood (Austria) secasneeeee 4it 





CRIMINAL LAW eattoned. Page. 


$ obt 1ining possession of goods by a trick; evi- 

















35. 
dence; other similar acts of accused =—ew Vv 
People ee, x BE, Bin vc ccntsncndsnsegascane 7 
36. by bailee. Regina v. Tonkinson (Eng. C r. “Cas. 
Ry Ea ae ee eee aree ° 337 
37. of lost goods (Austrian Case) % Bees 3 
38.—-L othesy tickets, indictment for dealing in; duplic. - 
ity. Reed v. People ih eo ree lt 
39.—Murder; mistake in medical treatment causing 
death, not. State v. Schultz (Iowa S. C.), Full....... 329 
40.——; mortal wound given by one but death c: aused 
by another; evidence; dying declarations relating 
to other and former matters inadmissible. State v 
Wood (Vt. S ft eer rrr ere aa r 
41. ; trial; ‘chailen; ges ; proof of motive. State ¥ 
Lawlor (Minn. 8. C.), Ab. ; 538 
42.—Newpaper article enc ouraging ‘murder of ‘fore ig 
potentates; misdemeanor. Regina v. Most (Eng. 
Se eS 8 ae ° coe 287 
43.—Pleading: dlistors plea must be certain. State v 
Scarborough (Md. App.), Ab........ <haeheoe ee 
—Rape, fornication not; offense relé ited to, so as to 
convict under information for. State of Wisconsin 
v. Shear (Wis. 8S. C.), Ab..... winieuaes waseual 
45.--Receiving stolen goods a misdeme: ‘anor at common 
law; need not be for gain; indictment for. State v. 
Hodges (Md. App.), “aaa ES alps eat hee 459 
i6.—Resentence by General Term of. prisone r convicted 
of murder. Moet v. People (N. Y. App.). Ab.. 55 
47.—Sentenc e, : -~ pana valid. Castro v. Queen (E ng 
H. of L ate aie 39 
48. Statutory constr tion; in conviction of ‘one under 
sixteen for murder; statute mitigating penalty does 
not app rly. State of Missouri v. Barton (Mo. 8. C.), 
Ab aa nicetecd nian s saiamaasiipate 78 
49.—Trial: challe nge: opinion of juror from reading 
newspaper; change of law as to challenges after 
offense and before trial; limiting time of counsel 
reasonably not interfering with right of accused to 
be heard; evidence; confidential communications; 
burden of proof; insanity. State of Connecticut v 
Hoyt (Conn. 8. C.), Ab.... imac a 
i.——; what ¢ onstitutes confe ssion. State v. Carr 
Ss See HS Shanes. 404).cuasenas 158 
51.——-; conviction on one ¢ count only, ae quits a ‘as to 
other counts. State v. Taylor (N. C.), 2 399 
52.———-; suspe nsion of se aa nce, when justifiable. "State 
v. Addy (N. J. 8. C.), Ab.... By 
See rtradition ° $l itutory ¢ Construe tion -W itness. 
CRUELTY. See Animals. 
DAMAGES. Fraud and deceit ; promise of mi riage 
by married man. Pollock v. Sullivan (Vt. S N.. 343 
2.—On breach of contract to furnish stable room. * Me- 
Mahon vy. Field (Eng. App.), Full 531 


3.—-Measure of, for breach of contract for m inufaetur 
ing article. Ecenrode vy. Chemical Co. (Md. App.), 


DKsetusa, eheodent aes betes woe 











4. , upon breach ! contract ‘for sale of goods 
Missouri Furnace Co. v. Cochran (U. 8. C. C., Penn.), 
ee sa akan 389 

5.———, for breac chi of tenant’s ee ment to surrender 
premise in mee. Watriss v. First Natl. Bank 
(Mass. § , ae ‘ sasduiue. Oe 

6. , for wrongful removi al of ‘fixtures. Rhoda vy. 
Alameda Co. (Cal. b, Jans CT arr 

7.—Remote injury; me sat suffering. ’ 'Boree y. Danville 
(Vt. S.C.), N. & Ab. 183, 197 

8.—Warehousing goods at pl: ice other ‘. in one agreed 
for. Lilley v. Doubleday (Eng. . D.), Full.... .. 271 
See Deed; Notary Public ; Ayertocsence 3 Patent ; Practice. 

DECEIT. Intent to deceive necessary to sustain 
action. Schwabacker v. Riddle (Ill. 8. C.), Ab. . 295 

See Damages ; Fraud. 

DEED. Appurtenances; water right in gross not ap- 
purtenant to .—% when it pastes swith land. Bank 
of British N. A. Miller (U. C., Or.), Ab... 35 


2.—Delivery with intent to vest title followed by re-de- 

livery to grantor and destruction; declaration of 

trust in venlenes paper. Rogers v. RNS CEPS Ss. 

C.), Ab. et 

3. 9 sc ription in; e xe eption and reservation. Roberts 
b 


. Robertson (Vt. ‘ 507 
bona when unce ae 1in may be made certain by. evi- 
dence; of strip of land along line without lateral 
boundary fixed, appropriation fixes; covenant of 
seisin; failure 'of title to part of land; damages. 
Messer v. Oestreich (Wis. S. C.), Ab.......  ........ .. 457 
5.—Error in record referred to te ¥ (ide ntification by 
parol. Willey v. Loveley (Mich. Al 316 
“7 vndum, office of and effect | > aenoes.. “Blair 
Osborne (N. C. 8. C.), Ab. 96 
7.—Of land to imbecile; valid delivery may be made ‘to 
imbecile; administrators cannot Xo transac- 
tions. Campbell v. Kuhn (Mich. 8S. C.), Ab.. voce Sr 
ar wens of. Hitchins v. Pette: igill (N. H. 8 
peer ere ee i7 
9. b 4. tions on use of premises ; notice of colla- 
teral deed containing covenants. Putnam v. Har- 
land (Eng. Ch. D.), i” pkagepbpes pebeiedt onbiabsenseuae 253 
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DEED—Continued. 











10. in; parties. Tobey v. Morse (Mass. 8. C.). Ab.... 275 
11.—Tax, description on; when void for uncertainty. 
Johnson v. Ashland Lumber Co. (Wis. 8. C.), Ab.... 296 
See Covenant; Insanity ; Married Woman ; Mistake. 
DEFINITION. *“ Beer shop” is shop fwhere beer is 
sold. London & 8S. Land. & B. Co. v. Field (Eng. 
App.), Ab... eoecese os Choc gees ecs<eee ve 58 
2. First mortg and “Second mortgage ”’ 
Green’s Appeal (Penn.S8.C.), Ab _........--.... 258 
3.—Lease; “goods, wares and merchandise” when 
does not include horses, harness and wagon ; ~ nin 
lease. Van Patten v. Leonard (low: aS. Cc.) 36 
4.—Tidal navigable river not the “‘sea.”’ C vhure h War- 
dens v. Robertson (Eng. Q. B. D.), Ab..............-. 
See Will. 
DEMURRER. See Fraud. 
DIVORCE. Alimony to a divorced wife should not 
be allowed 7 rshe has married again. Stillman v. 
Stillman (IIL. 1 SRR eee ney ee 68 





2.—Ayreement of separation a good defense to dope tition 
Full ‘ 213 


for. Squires v. Squires (Vt. 8. C.), Full. 

C ust< ody of child, 

able inc -_ ateral proceeding. 

(Lowa 8. C.), Ab. cas eneeed 

Se e +7 wrriage : L imitations " 

DOMICILE. Residence of infant of parents killed 
while travelling with.them to new residence. T: sv 3 
Appeal (Penn. S. C.), AD.........0..cccee: eoccces ee 

See Guardianship ; Re ‘moval of Cause. 

DOWER. See Constitutional Law. 

DRAFT. See Negotiable Instruments. 

DURESS Parent may avoid eg given under 
threat to impetson child. Harris v. Carmody (Mass. 
Be Ghd. ee o-c kedarcweeecasncess 


saad ms DECLARATIONS See 


Law: Crimin 


award of, i decree, not 
Jennings v. 


Statute of 





Constitutional 


EASEMENT. Not ore ated by parol. Banghart v. 
Flummerfelt (N. Jd. § .), Ab 

2.—Not lost by mere non- user; app vurte nant ‘tomill and 
ey to land; how lost. Day v. Walden (Mich. 8. C.), 

3. “Right of lateral support. ‘Comm’r of Public Works 

: Eng. H. of L.), Full. 











$ ace water, flow of; ne juired by prescription 
‘onklen v. Boyd (Mich. 8. Ab.. 317 
EC CLESIASTIC AT LAW. Bis hop, may remove 
priest. Stack v. O'Hara (Penn. S. C.), N........2...+- 362 
EJECTMENT ——_ in cannot mi: sits 1in. Kinney 
v. Harrett (Mich. S.C Pk duende + dots duanecows i . 216 
ELECTIONS Federal lowes obstruction of marsh: 11 
by State police; conflict of law. United States v. 
Conway (U.S. C. C., N. Y.), Ab OO OE aa 
2 ‘aud at, a common-law offense. Comm. vy. McHale 
(Penn. 8S. C.), full.. .. ‘i> ge aah wieeeounasoe.. Ge 
3.—Supervisors, appointme nt of; rule for designating 
political party in re Appointme ut of Supervisors of 
Election (U0. 8.°C. C Y BR c.ca 000 sacnvecsscaces 4 536 
See Brit e1 ys Consti itutic ymnal s > LW. 
EMBLEMENTS. Title to, upon enforcement of 
vendor's lien. Smith v. Hague (Kans. 8. C.), Ab... 235 
EMINENT DOMAIN. Payment of compensation 
condition prece ode nt to taking damages. Hyslop v. 
Finch (Ill. 5. ¢ Pccées pike conann amekewees PS 56 
See 2e Specu tl Proceedings. 
ENLISTMENTS. See Infancy. 
EQUITABLE ACTION. See Action. 
ESTOPPEL. In pais against legal owner of land, 
what will authorize finding of. Trenton Banking 
Co. v. Sherman (N. App.), Full...... -- 390 
2.—Between prior and subse quent pure hasers of land. 
McBane v. Wilson (U. C. C., Penn.), Ab.. 5 
3.—Delivery bond for Bs om taken in execution. Hund- 
ley v. Filbert (Mo. S. C.), Ab bbrnabsanearened 537 
4.—Does not exist in favor of strangers. ‘Glasgow v. 
OT OM Rn era rr 217 
See Ni ttional B mks Fraud. 
EVICTION. See Mortgages. 
EVIDENCE. Account stated, only prima facie, as to 
balance, Wharton v. Anderson (Minn. 8. C.), Ab..... 476 
2.—Ad missions of mother of illegitimate, asto his par 
I CII oo a. 5.8.6.0 «sans 04584420060 sd08 90085068 444 
3.—Custom; “stubble,” me: aning of. Cz allahan v. Stan- 
7. 4 ere err ek ae 62 
{.—Declarations; fraudulent gr intor of land ret aining 
possession; when admissible. Jnited States v. 
Griswold (U.S eae Wag Wicis Min caxcascsece uence 374 
5.— Decree of Probate Court as evidenc ¢ of death; when 
admissible. Day v. Floyd (Mass. 8. C.), Ab....... 317 
6.—Expert, opinion of, as to whether hosseshoss were 
fit for winter use, admissible Evarts v. Middle- 
bury Vt.8. C.), N xa 483 
%.—Negotiable instruments; parol ‘evidence to vary 
goats ict of indorsement. Martin vy. Cole (U.S. 8. 
hy PU aseheessd bbnd.chusetcnned: 60cnkensdesnonsiess 429 


Page. 





299 | 





155 


EVIDENCE- Centane’. Page. 
8.—Notary’s seal to only one of two consecutive certifi- 
qneee: authentication. DeGraw vy. King (Minn. 8. 








; ae Pp ee ee, 
9. aie altere d, “jnadmissible. York v. James (N. J. 

8S rrr re em 503 
10.—E xemplified c opy of patent. Briggs v. Helmstrong 

ON SSS a emt ee 37 
11.—In action on recognizance; record of court conc ‘lu- 

sive. United States v. Ambrose (U.S. C. C., Ohio), : 

‘ Ss entanritd ack time sagas 94 
raudulent sale; tax Ji ists public ‘records. Lam- 

prey v. Donacour (N. H.8.C.), Ab....... ..ccee [7 
13.—On second trial; witness = stifying ‘to te stimony ‘ot 
deceased witness. Helper y. Mt. Carmel Say. Bank 

eh a are Fer err er 96 





14.—Telegraphic disp: itch not admissible without proof 
of the handwriting of the original and of its de livery 
for transmission Smith v. Easton (Md. 8.C.), N... 382 
15.—Of usage, unreasonable and absurd, incompetent. 
Fuller v. Robinson (NY App ), N 
16.—Witness, disqualification of, for interest, no longer 
exists. Rice v. Martin (U. C., Nev.), Ab. 333 
17.—Burden of proof Zoller v. ye (Mass. 8, C. i ‘Ab. 16 
See Breach of Promise; Civil Damage Law: Consti- 
tutional Law; Criminal Law; Marriage; Negli- 
gence ; Negotiable Instruments; Slander and Libel; 
Statute of Limitations; Statutory Construction ; 
Witness. 





EXECUTION. Toauthorize collection of interest, 
direction must be given. ‘Todd vy. Botchford (N. Y. 
ADp.), AD...005 ceeeeeee-seeees ee seecesees 535 


2.—Title to personal prope rty “sold on, does not pass ¢ 


against creditors unless possession is changed; heavy 
machinery ; city creditor for taxes; subsequent de- 
livery. Stimpson v. Wrigley (N. Y. App,), Ab.... .. 495 


Trover for property seized by tenant in common; 
possession of lands. Wilson vy. Blake (Vt. 5. C.), Ab. 320 
See Municipal Corporations. 
XECUTOR. Negligence on the part of; paying 


legatees in bonds whose market value are worth 











more than amount called for in legacy. Spaulding 

v. Wakefield’s Estate (Vt. 8. C.), N. 463 
2.—Power of sale to, surviv 2s. Weimer v. Fath’ (N e 2 

iy Niall Divs ks k060s0nsncndeegeunssacensveuaea: p4asees 7 
3.—Surety for non-resident liable for default ef prin- 

cipal in trust matters; action against surety not 

maintainable at law or in equity until surrogate has 

made decree; practice; bew parties cannot be 

brought in by verbal order during trial. Hood v 

Hood (N. Y. App Ay MG, Sac seas scusend. oct0s Sakae 434 
t.--Not liable for tor t of co-exec ‘utor. Me Kim v. Aul- 

es Ce, Oe, GER Mink vedtineveodecnndscadedbenekesecons 317 

EXEMPTION. Hus head eine ant from wife 
a! 1 not head of family. Linton vy. cea Goes 
ehh Gas, .cccaveacetawss B95 

2 Te “am kept for use; not nec essary to be in actual 
use. Rowell y. Powell “2 Ee ers «++ B20 

EXPERT. See Evidence. 

EXTRADITION Complaint and warrant; evi- 
dence; character of offense; complaint on informa- 
tion and be lief; powers of commissioner. Ex parte 
SO cs aes Ds. Sls Ss bas 00nd s tadkdnnonanedaneaa 258 

FALSE IMPRISONMENT, _ Refusing sufficient 
bailjon civil arrest. Gibbs v. Randlett (N. H.S.C.), 
iisins ipsa shitgsncnek eden daekds el aanceas dagen daekian 219 


Se e Master and Se rvant. 
FALSE PRETENSES. See Criminal Law. 


FIXTURES. As between grantor and grantee; 
chande lier, sere, etc., in hotel are. Fratt v. Whit- 
tier (Cal. _, err 814 

2.—Drill; a “ a Of realty when nec essary 'to business 
and attached to. South Bridge Savings Bank y. 
Stevens Tool Co. (Mass. 8. C.), N 123 

3.—Show-cases are not when not attached to realty. 
C.), 







Kimball v. Grand Lodge of Masons (Mass. § 123 
4.—Iron tables in glass factory and necessary for gl: ass 
mi a acture are. Smith Paper Co. v. Severin (Mass. 
eee arm 122 
5. —T avern sign. Ex ‘parte Shee n; ; Re Thomas (Eng. 
pa er reer O00 sebcce cecescosceseesencass 202 
FORECLOSURE. See Recewer. 
FORGERY. Adoption; neglect to give notice by 
one whose —_ is forged. McKenzie v. British 
Linen Co. (Eng » OE We Ecce snes bendonembndddad 58 


Ss e ( rénainal Law. 


FORMER ADJUDICATION. Splitting demands; 
actions for breach of contract of service, and for 
| et separate. Perry v. Dickerson (N. ¥. App.), 

Ab. 


2.—-Effect of. Morse v. Bims (Mass. 8.C.), Ab. 27.1112 385 
FORMER CONVICTION. See Criminal aw. 
FORNICATION. See Criminal Law; Rape. 
FRAUD. Agent, innocent misrepresentation by; 


rescission of contract. eonnesened v. Love (Eng. App. ‘s 
BD 0s50scencsee 66scedeessusasaanans 6600060aseseuenense 277 
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FRAUD— Continued. Page. 
oe a oe estoppel. Brooks 
v. O’Hara(0. » lowa), Ab & 

3.—Construc tive; + caatbeaacaes by father over chil- 
dren of full age, when ground for equity rescinding 
contract ; www of proof. Bainbridge v. Brown 
(Eng. Ch. D.), 2 

4.—Contract, a when fraud and collusion ground 
for rescinding; notice. Wakefield & B. B. Co. v. 
Normanton Board (Eng. App.), Ab.......... 
5.-Conveyance, voluntary, from husband to wife ‘of 


o~ 
wit 








lands p Ure hased with her money. Campbell v. Camp- 
Belle Trustee (Ky. App.), AD ... .ccccssecscccccccce 376 
6.—In case of mutual, equity will not relieve. Lynch's r 
Appeal (Penn. 8 SS aiepeeenaptertenes ae 
7.—Deceit, what neces ary to mainti tin ac tion for. Po- ” 
land v. Brownell (Maas. S. C.), Ab...........02.220000s 456 
See Dumages; Election; + ute of Frauds. 
FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCE. See Convey- 
ance, 
FRAUDULENT REPRESENTATIONS 
Pleading in action for; stranger acting upon, when 
he may sue one making; receiver of railroad com- 
pang. Bank of Montreal v. Thayer (U.S.C.C., Iowa), 
Ter ete ee eee ee ee eee eee ee eee eee eee) . oe eevee > 
FREE MASONS. See Partnership 
GAMING. See Criminal Law. 
GENERAL AVERAGE. See Maritime Law. 
GIFT. Causa mortis; of pete e of article sold. Scruge 
v.jAlexander (Mo. 8. C.), Ab...... 37 
2—Of money in savings bank; donatio mortis causa. 
Couser v. Snowden (Md. App.), Ab.................6 79 
3.— Words importing intention to a_i do not raise a 
trust. Breton vy. Woolven (Eng. Ch. D.), Ab.......... 39 
GOOD-WILL. Interference with good-will of bus- 
iness; circnlar issued by retiring partner after join- 
ing new firm. Mogford v. Courtenay (Eng. Ch. D.), 
ncelvnde An¢ebebsscestie ese ecenddsssaeencdeted 492 
GRANT. Public; substanti: le ompils ance with condl- 
tions, wor ient. Kiefer v. German Am. Seminary 
ror Psiadnaicetekese<khsGenr eccbuate ueeests 518 
GUA ANTY, pag ». irs snix Ins. Co. v. Louis- 
ARAN R. .(U. i eee 316 


.-Whe n gu A-Ae- of =. 0 tise hi urged by lack of dili- 


gencein holder. Withers v. Berry (Kans.S.C.), Ab.. 438 
3.—On promissory note; we it is not original promise. 
Mizner VV. Speer (Penn. CL MO aces sccence G0 
See Negotiable ptt nts; Suretys ship. 

GUARDIANSHIP. Domicile of orphan infant 
under; Sppesainons of ene Marheineke y. 
Grathaus (Mo. 8. C.), Ab Mivdakuace dae waas vi 

See Lijec tment. 

HEAD OF FAMILY. See Eremption. 

HIGHWAY Land-owner may prevent wagon on, 
obstructing entrance to his land, Turner v. Haltz- 
SS Gis. BO Do Bene cccccsccsesccccossees : - 475 

See Nuisance ; 2 Muni ipal ( ‘urporations, 

HOMICIDE. See Criminal Law. 

HOMESTEAD. Married woman, anti-nuptial re- 
lease of nomestend by, invalid. Mann v. Mann's 
CR I 6 5004 ds 0s dbCosaee «a oeedes 37 

2.—Right acquirea Toman as head of fan lily, “not lost 
by removal of wife and children. Kessler vy. Draub 
SN ADT PKs ccd. cedend: (Qebsonsodcanessecic eovans4 +» 263 

HUSBAND AND WIFE. One advancing money 
for necessaries to deserted wife may maintain bill in 
equity against husband for recovery. Kenyon vy. 
Be GEN, Te Gl. pa Dic cccaccacs 6 Becccacsescescée 3l 

2.—Dealings between: payment of loan by wife to hus- 
band; voluntary c ee ow e. Atlantic Natl. Bank y. 
ne GG BE. Oe Bg nck - heh cencncscdevecsesvas 137 

See Marri “d WwW oman, 

ICE. Right exists to cut. from guile waters. Gage v. 

Steinkraus (Maw. 8. C.), AD... 2... cccrccccccccces oo. 516 


IDEM SONANS. See Slander ond Libel. 
IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT. See Constitu- 


tional Law. 


INDIANS. Powerof Congress as to; may be exerc food 
in State; conflict of law. U.S. v. Briddleman (U. 
D. C.,, Or.), Ab..... paded: dks hd) O06 RANERES A OSEAEDESS Cee 295 


INDICTMENT. See c venta Law. 
INDORSER. See Negotiable Instruments. 
INFANCY. E nitstment ng weer voidable only. In 
re Wail (U. ass.), Ab..... sce SOO 
‘See Remov al of C use. 
INJUNCTION. Temporary, merges in judgment. 
Garduer v. Gardner (N. ¥- App.), Full 
INSANITY. Deed by insane ping veld as against 
devisee while sane. Valpey v. Rea (Mass. 8. C.), Ab.. 


528 


137 





Page, 
not liable as accommodation {ndomer. 


INSANITY—Continued. 


2.—Lunatic 


Wirebach's Exr. vy. Bank of Easton (Penn. 8. C.) . 885 
3.—Will made in ©: id interval valid. Wingubeay v. 
.  ¢ "SR * FY} SRO toe .. M1 
See ( riminal Law; Insurance, Life. 
INSURANCE, ACCIDENT. Contributory neg- 
lect; standing Bon 


on platform of car under way. 
v. Passenger Assur. Co. (lowa 8. C.), N 

2.—Condition as to death resulting from injuries from 
material and external — exception in case of 
death te fits. Lawrence v. Accident Ins. Co, (Eng. 
Q. B.D), N. and Full 204, 


INSURANCE, FIRE. Application part of contract; 
evidence ; condition as to title; estoppel, agent 
writing down false answers in application ; ‘waiver. 
Farmers’ & Mech. F. Ins. Co. vy. Meckes (Penn. 8. C.), 


331 


RS eae rar ee ee ree 299 
—Action for, without performance e of conditions pre- 
" eedent; demurrer. Perry vy. Phoenix Assur. Co. (U. 
8. C Bede MD csccescssinccnce san as: 0 ségsencnese 519 


Conditions in policy; certificate of m: igistrate not 
concerned in loss or as creditor; statement as to 
occupancy ; false statement by clerk or broker ob- 
taining policy. Dolliver v. St. Joseph Ins. Co. (Mass. 
Ay See 215 
4.—Delay in furnis hing pr vofs of loss, brought about 


3. 


by action of insurer; what is reasonable time. Home 
Ins. Co. v Davis (Penn Tae -shectne Sausanseaues 243 
—* Drugs”; usually kept in country store; benzine. 


Seeione v. Lycoming F. Ins. Co. (Vt. 8. C.), N. 363. 

Mn seéae0 e° é 

6.—Mistake in description ‘of property “fault of agent ; 
reformation of policy. Ben Franklin Ins. Co. y. 
Gillett (Md. App.), Ab.. a GF NOR TRE 513 
—Condition against other ins irance; prior policy 
with condition avoiding it broken.’ Landders v. 





Watertown F. Ins. Co. (N. Y. App.), Ab. 535 
8.—Notice of loss; waiver. Argall v. Old North Star 
ee, ks Ces oe re , nc wade Kdsnn Kannan 158 


9.— Loss occasioned by “the felonious act of the wife of 
the assured ; rights of the insurer. Midland Ins. Co. 


v. Smith (ng. Q. B. D.), Ab..... . ...ccccccse cosee . 139 
10.—Proof of loss; prima facie sufficient to mail notice. 
Susque wire Mut. Ins. Co. v. Pauhannock Toy Co. 
(Penn. 8. C.), N ee 
11.—Reformation of ‘police y ‘on ground of mist ike. Farm- 
ers’ Ins. & Bkg. Co. v. Butler (Md. 8. C.), Ab. 399 
12.—Removal of insured goods without Loosstedin ze of 
company; when does not annul policy. icone v. 
Providence Washington Ins. Co, (R. 1.8. C.), Full. . 227 
13.—Over valuation , condition as to ownership. Miller 
v. Alliance Ins. Co. (U. 8. C. C., N. Y¥.), Ab 398 
14.—Warranty as to prior insurance; intent or knowl- 
edge of agent does not avoid conditions. Comm. 
Mut. F, Ins. Co. v. Huntzinger (Penn. 8. C.), Ab..... 397 
15.—-—; agreement to use specific oils not broken by 
trifling variation. Copp v. German Am. Ins. Co, 
COP SH Pneecnn ce. weccceuetadasssvsccasdonsenscccs 38 
INSURANCE, LIFE. When action for premiums 
paid does not lie. Farrow v. Cochran (Me. 8. C.), 
SE ere ar . 138 
—Assignment of (otneme nt policy y by wife. Brum- 
merv.Cohn (N Y. App), Full....... ) ........ . 408 
3.--Beneficiary has ve ate ‘i interest in policy Brock- 
haus v. Kemna(U. . C., Wis.), Al ; 299 
4.—Dying by own hi caine accidental overdose of pre- 
scribed pose ine. Penfold v. Universal Life Ins. 
Co. (N. Y. App.), N.... as 
5.—Insanity a: as round for re lief, from forfe iture, Klein 
v. N. Y. Life Ins. Co. (U oe Freer 511 
6.—Mutual benefit society; ama le intere st; one! not 
relative of _ mber not entitle . to benetit. Mutual 
Ben. Asso. Most (lich. 8, GC) Ab... 2.44. ccescesse 538 
j.--Nature of reli ation of polic bbe Be to ¢ ompany; not 
partner and not entitled to accounting. “bein v. 
Equitable L. Assur. Society (N. Y. 8. C), Ab : .. 138 
8.--Negotiable instruments; forfeiture; payment. ‘of 
premium by ww Pendleton v. Knickerbocker L. 
mon, Ge. Ge. B.C GL, Tare.) FU cs ccs ccccccae caves 174 


9.—Non-forfeitable policy; measure of damages: evi- 

Sens e: text-books; experts. Mut. L. Ins. Co. of Balt. 
Bratt (Md. App.), Ab............ pea: mane 

10. ~Parties to action on policy: conditions; false an- 

swers by agent; estoppel. Massachusetts Mut. L. 
Ins. Co. v. Robinson (Ill. 8. ©.), Ab .. ............ 158 

11. —One proof of death sufficient to one company; 


waiver of defects in proof. ee L. Ins. Co. v 

Mutual L. Ins. Co. (Pen Ss fe ee 138 
12.—Suicide, condition against; death by poison taken 

by mistake. Penfold v. Universal Life Ins. Co. (N. 

Gh Sn hap dbedsnne -cednsagases  goppedeses 114 
12—Maetahesedl polic yholders, rights of, in assets of in- 

solvent company. Attorney-General vy. North Am. 

SS SA “ae ae a | SER pI 1l4 


14.—For benefit of wife and children inures to grand 
children, issue of deceased child. Hull v. Hull (N 
Y.8.C.). Ab.... Boe 

15.—In favor of wife and children or representatives 
inures to grandchild and is not assignable by insured. 
Robinson v. Duval (Ky. App.), Ab... sooo 299 
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INSURANCE, LIFE—Continued. 
16.—When general agent may not waive conditions; ap- 
eal; wrong reason for right decision. Marvin v. 
Jniversal Life Ins. Co. (N. Y. App.), Ab. 
INSURANCE, MARINE. Alabama award; insur- 
ance company not entitled to recover from insured 
sharingin. Burnar 1 v. Rodonachi (Eng. App.), Ab.. 
2.—Conditionsin policy; construction; carrying insure d 
goods on deck of canal boat; waiver. Allen y. St. 
Louis Ins. Co. (N. Y. App.), Ab. 
3.—Marine policy; parole vidence admissible toexp lain ; 
insurance procured by agent - undise losed princi- 
pal. Daniels v, Citizens’ Ins. Co. (U. 8. C. C.), Ab 
4.--Parties to action for kena action i com- 
pany for nes Ppa: admiralty 7 The 


Liberty (U.S. i SO A. ncccdaee awnea 
5.—* Perils of se x ’* what are. Inman | Steamship Co. 
Misono Cine. AnW.), Bds< 5.600006 ose: 


6.--Promissory representations; burden of proof as to 
seaworthiness Lunt v. Boston Marine Ins. Co. 
§8.0.C., N.Y ; 
7.—Ultra vires, company may set up. 
Ins. Co. (U.S. C. C., Mo.), Ab 
8.—Fire insurance; vessel does not cover liz ibility ‘for 
general average. Merchants’ & M. Trans. Co. v. Asso. 
Fireman’s Ins. Co (Md. App. ty" 
INTEREST. Not payable on legacy in possession of 


crown. Re Gosman (Eng. App.), Ab 


Websters v. Buffalo 


See Criminal Law. 


JEOPARDY, ONCE IN. 


JUDGE. Disqualification of, by physical causes. 
State of Vermont v. Blair (Vt. S. C.), Ab............. 
JUDGMENT. Order pot collater raliy inquired into 


upon proceedings for contempt in disobeying it. 
State v. Baldwin (Iowa 8. C.), N. 

2.—Suit in equity to set aside, at law; negotiable instru- 
ment; check signed by officer of corporation as such, 
Metcalf v. Williams (U.S. 8. C Ab baeeee ites emi 


See Injunction. 


JURISDICTION Of action ainst poe officer. 
Palmer v. Hutchinson (Eng. P 

2.—Of Federal Court to enjoin action in fiake Ouest. 
Kern v. Huidekoper (U. 5. 8. C.), Ab 

8.--National bank bills; offe nse os sing ¢ ounterfeit. 
Ex parte Houghton (U.S. D. C., Vt.), Full. 

4.—Coexisting suits iad same mi utter in State and 
Federal courts. Union Mut. L. Ins. Co. vy. Univer- 
sity of Chicago (U.S.C. C., Ill.), Ab............. 
See Court-martial; Criminal Laiw; Maritime Lai; 

Vational Banks 


JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 








See Criminal Law 


LANDLORD AND TENANT. Covenant to re- 
deliver and restore nota covenant to rebuild. Mil- 
ler v. Morris (Tex. S. C.), N 

2.—How Ay nancy at will te rminated. 
(Me. S. C.) 

3.—L lability of tenant hol ding 4 over. 
Co. v. Gardner (IIL. , b 

f, ‘Partition 


LARCENY. 
LEASE. Covenant for renewal, dependent on lessees 


Clinton Wire Cloth 


Steve nson Vv. 
See Damay 


See Criminal Law. 


observing other covenants. Bastin v. Bidwell (kng 
OR | Ser ee ae re ce eee 
2.—Of premises to be used for illegal purposes 3x } as- 





Almy v. Green (R. 1.8 Ab 
Landlord and Tenant, 


signment of lease 
See Definition; 


LEGACY /Tlaymentof; interest annuities. Welsh 
vy. Brown (N.J.8S. C.), Ab apeameha cae ‘ake. leelcakes 
See Inicrest. 
LEGITIMACY. See Conflict of Law. 
LEVY. See Partnership. 


LIBEL. See Slander and Lihel 

LICENSE. Pilots, either of two States bordering on 
navigable waters which constitute acommon outlet 
to sea, may license. The Clymene (U. 8S. D. C. 
Penn.), Full .... 

2.—State law, validity of; dise rimination in favor of ar- 
ticles manufactured 2 State invalid. Webber v 
Virginia (U 8.8. C.), Full. , 

See Constitutional Law; Munic ipal Corporations. 

LIEN. Upon horses fed and taken care of: possession 
ust be maintained to supersede subsequent mort- 
gage. Marseilles Manuf. Co. vy. Morgan (Neb. 8. me 
rR eer rr rere A 
2.—Oversee sr of mine rs pe rforming work or labor winder 
lien laws. Flagstaff Silver M. Co. v. Cullins (U.S 
PC BE kacctwes cae oes > 

3.—Vendor’ 3; enforcement after death of vendee ; on 
land sold in a. Edmondson v. 
Be Gad MO sac ccs 

. balsas of sec urity ‘disc harges 

» Eggle ston (lowaS. C.), Ab 
siemens: ail Client: 








Carrier of Goods ; ““Mari- 


time Law; Mechanic s’ Lien. 


Rollins v. Moody 
f 


Hancoc k (Mo. s. GC), Ab... 3 


Page. 


. 300 


479 


139 


299 


319 


i17 
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Page. 

LIMITATIONS. See Statute of Limitations. 

LIS PENDENS. Doctrine of; purchaser for value 
Dorey’s Appeal (Penn. 8. C.), Ab....... «2. cose-cses 3l 

LOTTERY See Criminal Law. 

LUNATIC. See Insanity. 

MALICIOUS PROSECUTION... Action for, not 
maintainable until prosecution om} yee for 
accused. Apgar v. Woolston (N. SD . Gis Mendes 179 

2.—Advice of counsel, when not Samos Clark vy. 
—- ee 3 ip ” RRA eR Pa. semne 95 

3.—Defense. Stocking v a ard (Mo. 8. C.), Ab...... 637 


4.—What necessary to sustain action; savings bank 


may be sued for. Reed vy. Home Savings Bank 

GH Be Dy Ai n.ccassene don dsanctosessconecesnan 275 
MANDAMUS. When ‘hed remedy will not lie. 

Wheelock v. Auditor (tans. © 65.), BM, cccucscnsciace. 18 


2.—Against municipal officer not abated by re signation. 
Thompson v. U. 8. exrel. Cambria Iron Co. (U_ 8. 
8. C.), Full. ° 
3.—Will not issue whe ere a dis spute as toany zac *t exist: 
State ex rel. Pfister v. Mayor (Wis. 5S. C.), Ab. 
4.—Will not issue if result fruitless. Clark v. 3 
BE, Wee S0i te UNG 5 «+. nda Obedians head can send abekeaneonae 
5.—Office of writ 
S.C. O. Kats.), Ab weer neabeeer * 180 
MARITIME LAW Collision hetmeme sc ianmes 
and steamer; when schooner at fault. Golden v. 
spraeemnee (i GS. B. C3, MMs scseccs 14 
2.—Negligence of master of vessel resulting in injury ‘to 
fire man; national courts have jurisdiction of torts 
committed upon nay poms waters of United States 








The Clatsop Chief (U.S. D. C., Or ), Ab........ . 316 
3.—Rights and re: nedies of joint, owners of vessel. 
Coyne v. Caples (U. is Wig Sila codon x cache me 374 
4.—Statutory reme dy ‘ten injury Ps ‘emp nage oe ‘steam- 
boat. The Clatsop Chief (U: 8. D. C., Or.), Ab...... 415 
5.—Contribution; open-deck cargo Wright v. Mar- 
wood (Eng. App.), Ab.........-. 498 
6.--Jurisdiction; suit on forei gn judgme nt. The C ity 
of Mecca (Eng. BAD, Bic edakinse ad 5 cabs ouateooe 299 
7.—Negligence; colli ions ship drawn by tug one ves- 
se el; when both ¢. le for negligence. Ship Covilita 
Peete GO sy B. Wedy Ms acakeswees: +400 s006ss2t0g00 5 
8. “Ge neral aver: wwe; deck lo: id entitled. 0 contribu 
tion. The schooner Mary and Eva (U.S. D. Ab. 35 
9.--Salvage ; one taking vessel left alone but oe than. 
doned, not entitled to. The Bark Cleone (U. 8. D 
ae ae 35 
10.— ‘Bligntion of shi p ) to adhere to ¢ harter party ; devi- 
ation. Dahl vy Nels mn (Eng. H. of L.), Ab. 58 
11.—Conflict of law; co sHlision on high seas between ves- 
sels of different nationalities. The Leon (Eng. 
Pi i Bis Ds, BD... ccntisr ccosvcetiens 199 
12.—Collision ; compuls ory pilote age Spaight v. “Ted- 
Cutan Cine, TE. OF Tad, BOB onside sod cn e -acctwsnscnssee 199 


13.—Libel in personam not mz aintainable by part owner 
- Maat himself; co-owners. The Brothers (U. 8. D. 
ee era rere 257 
14. eA neral average contribution 1, vessel stranded with. 
out danger pom lying, not the subject of. The Al- 
cona (U. 8. D. lil.), Ab.. 5 
Fraudulent = ifts purporting to be for repairs, not 
lien on vessel. Fechtenberg v. Bark Woodland (U. 
ee “Seer . 514 








16.—Juris dic tion of Federal Courts as to ) repairs to for- 
eign vessels. Hayford v. Cunningham — Bb. ©.) 
PE Serr hee e saccsens. Se 
See : License. 
MARRIAGE. Divorce, contracts founded on agree- 


ment for, invalid. Cross v. Cross (N. H.8.C.), Ab.. 77 
2.—Vivorced woman may maintain action against hus- 
band for services pe rformed before their marriage. 
Cariton v. Cariton (Me. &. G), Nh. cccncc. cccese coves 343 
3.—Evidence of, from cohabibatian. Fox v. Bearlock 
(Eng. Ch. D.), Ab. 68 
4.—Presumption of, whe nh man and woman have lived 
together as man and wife. Sastry v. Sembecutty 
SL, a Ws WE é cena cd isu: pammegnasabeciasns 333 
5.—Settlement after, in pursuane e > of agreement before. 
Besa ©. Miller CES, BOG, Ths cesccccsnetcns isnsates 423 
6.—V alidity ~ determined by the law of the place of 
contract. Van Voorhis v. Brintnall (N. Y. App i” 
ee " i eosae ose. BS 
See ¢ ‘onstitutional Law. 


MARRIED WOMAN. Arbitrator, married or single 
woman may act as. Evans v. Ives (Lack. [Penn.]C. 
Oy Mivcsse.  secvcn sdecwe. cots auadne-geccasnnonsmeien . 383 
2.—-Contract by ; defence of coercion by husband. Le- 
febvre v. Dutruit (Wis. S. C.), Ab..9 ........ ceeeeee 16 
3.—Covenants by, in ae when invalid. ‘Goodenough 
v. Fellows (Vt ip MRK as ks daxeuneackeudadtans 138 
4.--Employment as s Sanmaae for benefit of husband’s 
family; responsibility for wages of. Flynn v. Mes- 
senger (Minn. 8. C.), N 262 
5.—Separate estate, when chars “zed as sure ty for benefit of 
another. Orange Natl. Bank v. Traver (U.S. C. C. 
Dy: FRc .cc00. 0100-400 4068s secon becebecees eaeieesaes ” 116 
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MORTGAGE—Continued. Page. 
20.—Holder of prior, yielding priority, when not entitled to 
have priority restored; oymtaste action. Childs y. 
Stoddard (Mass. 5. C.), Ab “ 37 
21.—For purchase-money advanced by third pel rson prior 
to previously recorded mortgage by purchaser on same 


MARRIED WOMAN-—Continued. Page. 
6.—Property not liable for debts of insolvent husband 
employed by her. Carn v. Royer (lowaS,C.), Ab ... 75 
See Homestead ; Mortgage; National Banks. 


MARYLAND. See Constitutional Law. 












MASTER AND SERVANT. Contract for per- property. Kaiser v. Lembeck (lowa 8. C.), Ab 36 
sonal service; servant may work for others outside of | 22.—Railroad; lien of on rolling stock; consolidation of 
master’s business hours. Wallace v. De woaee (il. S. e —_~ any does not affect. Hamlin v. Hayford (Me. 

Gi Ab. ..<- ad ee Ab 20¢ 
’ m gua 396 

2.—— for services for a “compe nsation to be fixed by | 93. by of after ‘acquired prope rty ’ Miss. Vall Ry 
employer made in good faith is binding one gneane Co. v. Chic., St. L. & O. Ry. Co. (Miss. 8S. ¢ ‘u 59 
Butler v. Winona Mill Co, (Minn. 8. C.), N e 303 | 24. —— of to trustees; of property rights to be ac apes. 

3.—Oo-servants; inspe 7 ov of cars and bré sks man. Smith Hamlin v. European & N. A. Ry. Co. (Me. 8. C.), Ab.. 437 
v. Potter (Mich. 5 ), Ab .* ~ :2 sess 417 | 25,-—— by company of all rights and property, dss not 

4.—Duty and liability or master to servant. Cowles v. include municipal aid Sinith v. Me( ullough | (U.8s 
Richmond & D. R. R. Co. (N. C. 8. C.), Full... 70 S. C.), Ab. bs a a 
5.—False imprisonment; detention of passenger for not See Definition: Lien Subrogation 


surren ioring rticket. Lynch v. Metrop. El. Ry. Co. (N. ” ; 

¥.S.C.), N ia hnentekendn oie ...... 48 | MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. Animals, right 
6.—Master retaining servant through a stipulated term to pass ordinance for seizure and sale of stray. Mayor 

of service, cannot deduct from wages for lost time; of Castenville v. Lanham (Ga. 8. C.), Ab aaiadl 116 

waiver. Bast v. Byrne (Wis. 8. C.), N 104, 401 2.—Bonds for railroad aid ; cannot escape liability on by 
7.—Negligence; when servant takes risk of we ment. arrangement under cover of suit with part of creditors 































































Clark vy. St. P. & S. C. Ry. Co. (Minn. S. C.), Ab 196 County of Morgan v. Allen (U. 8. 8. C.), Ab ova, 0 

8.---— of employer in not knowing unsafe con lition of 3.—Fire limits; may prescribe materials for building in 

rope used on derrick. Baker v. Allegheny V. R. Co. limits. King v. Davenport all S.C.), Ab.. ---. 135 

(Penn. 8. Cc), N *e a oe etek, 1.—Execution; private property of individuals cannot be 
9.--Pre-arrangement of servant not to hold master for reached by execution against, nor can property of 

negligence, against —— policy. Rosener v. Hermann municipality for public purposes, Lyon v. Elizabeth 

(U. 8. Cc. C., Ind.) --- 388 (N. J. 8. C.), Ab -.. 216 

10. Railroad: accic oy toe mp | - in conse eque} nee of the 5.—Liability of ; for injury from defective sewer, Fleming 
introduction of a foreign and defective car; employee v Manchester Eng. Q. B. D.), Full ‘ ee 
may maintain action against company. O*Neil v. St 6.—Defective highways, liability for. Burnham Byron 
Louis, I. M. & S. Ry. Co. (U.S. C. C.), N......... .. 5B Township ; ¢ rand Rapids v. Wyman (Mich. 8S. C.), Ab. 376 

See Negligence. 7. -, rhway, li re for non repair of margin of. Potter 
. v ‘astleton (Vt. C.), Ab sh te onnee . 397 

MECHANI CS’ LIEN. Cannot be conveyed from one 8. Liability for rtecheare injury in city buile ling let for 
lot to —- by steam. McDonald v een profit. Worden v. New Bedford (Mass. 8. C.), Ab 355 
Lumber % (Minn. S. C nee a mihedeiione 502 9.—-License may be required of horse railroads. Allerton 

2. i ment upon land,” * ploughing not. Brown v. v. Chicago (U0. 8. C.C., Til.), N......cccccces 224 
kf eae Iowa S. C.), N. it 10.—Liable to action by mort ree on award for land taken 

3.--Labor performed away from buil ling fe ruse 2 of build- for street. City of v. Tebbetts (U.S. 8S. C.), 
ing gives right Wilson v. Sleeper (Mass. 8. C.), Ab Ab 454 

1.—New York City act; applies to mirror frames set in 11.—Negligence; not lig ible for mere ‘slip pe riness ¢ ‘aused by 
walls; practice. War g ey, vatrick (N.Y. App.), Ab.. 55 ice; notice mp meg Smyth v. Bangor (Me. 8. C Ab. 437 

» Lien. 12..——, contributory ; defense. Grand Rapids y. Wyman 

osen : , P . - Mich. 8. C.), Ab woase sama 377 

MISTAKE. Deed, suit to reform for; mistake must 13.——~, liability for, in building sewer. McClure v. Red 
be mutual and evidence clear, De Jarnatt v. ¢ ooper Wing > (Minn. 8. C.), Ab... a oa 356 
(Cal. 8. C.), Ab. sees . ---. 334 | 14 Office in, not contract; ordinance of, construction 

2.—Payment by, when money may be recovered back. Burlington v Estlow (N.J.S ©.), Ab.... 117 
United States v, Natl. Park Bank (U.S. D. C., N. Y.), . 15.—Not liable Ree eee seeing rors poemennsing game 
Ab..... ‘ eee WOO 4600 UESeSesstesesuenese _ duty. Dixon v. Metrop. Board of Works. 498 

Assignment, record thereof; title 16.—In grading streets, etc., not bound to provide \ 

MORTGAGE a S C.), Ab Ch unusual storms. Allen v. Chippewa Falls (Wis. 8. C.), 

2.—Assumption of; effect of agreement as to, between AD... 2. ccccccccssocvecccees . . 219 
mortgagor and. one assuming. Gilbert v. Sanderson 17.—Street railway company, powel to de and license fee 
Goan Oo) wee nee e 9 from. Allerton v. Chicago (1 C . 8 eee 

3. --: failure of considet ri tio m; eviction of one assum 18.—Tax, re venue, city under power. to lic ense and regu- 
ing, by paramount title. Denning v. Leavitt (N. Y late, —s impose. State of New Jersey v. Mayor 
App.), Ab z ‘ i. a (N. J. 8. ¢ AD... oa .-- 216 

1,——, in deed: interest; defense. Muhlig v. Fiske 19.—Town liable for money had and received. Billings v. 
(Mass. 8. C.), Ab.... Fee oleae eae fT Monmouth (Me. 8. C.), Ab. . 456 

5. -, not effected when no words to that effect in | 20.—-May maintain wharve s at end of streets leading to 
deed. Woodbury v. Swan (N. H. 8. C.). Ab. .. & water, and charge wharfage. McMurray v. Mayor ; 

6.—Chattel, on property to be acquired; rights of mort- | (Md. App.), Ab.. : 476 
gagee as to creditors of mortgagor. Chase vy. Denny See Bonds; Constitu tional Law; ; Ri ; Riparian Rights. 
(Mass. A C.), Ab 214 MURDER. See Criminal Law 

oO oO racee r POSSessio yeTore ~ + r ‘ 

defalts Jackson “TEES SE Posggion before |.” | MUTUAL BENEFIT SOCIETY. See Insurance, 

§8.——--; release of lien of, in fraud of junior mort on Life. 
part of chi attels. Jordan vy. Hamilton Co. Bank (Neb. 

8. C.) . o- e6ee eee ee ia “or 26 

9.———; sale under warranty of title; notice of sale NATIONAL BANKS. Jurisdiction of State courts 
Harris v. Lynn (Kans. 8. C.), Ab. ........... ..- sc0.. Sd as to, for purposes of taxation: injunction. First 

10.—Consideration ; holder for value: extension of time of Nz atl: Bank of Youngstown vy. Hughes (U.S. C. C., 
past due debt: notice; misdescription of lands mort Ohio), Ab ned eastern aces a> ae 
gaged. Sullivan Savings Inst. v. Young (lowa§S. C.), 2.—In voluntary y liquidation under R. S.., § 5220, is not 
Ab anda dese nanes uedsishakdeneaaes 35 thereby dissolved as a corporation but may sue and be 

11.—— : by ‘third party to secure debt not due, whe Pn void sued by name, for the purpose of winding 7” its busi- 
for want of. Kansas Mfg. Co. v. Gandy (Neb. 8. C.), ness. Central Natl. Bank v. Conn. Mut. L. Ins. Co. 
Ab.... : aes aol 206 ee SS rer ... 454 

12.—Deed intended to ope rate as, taken to avoid tax laws. 3.—Stockholders, liability of no rt subject of set-off. Ho- 
Patrick v. Littell (Ohio 8. C.), N . 308 best v. Gems 2. ©. BD. O.. Bi. 0d, BBs ccesccsvcises .. 478 

13.—To secure future advances, by wife for husband’s debt, 4.- Liability of stockholders not that of surety; married 

valid against her; consider: ition; identifying debt by woman; estoppel. Hobart v. Johnson (U. 8. C. C., N. 
parol. Hall v. Tay (Mass. 8. C.), Ab... Tames 517 ER ie Sk ca cs edie eaten shamans’ cam gen Bataan 336 

14, ~~ equitable owner of land, valid; notice. Laughlin 5.--Remedy of stockholde Ts ‘against directors for loss; 
Braley (Kans. 8. C.), Ab 195 jurisdiction. Nelson v. Burrows (N. Y.S C.), Ab... [7 

16.~tngrorens nts on land by mortgagor, "additional se- 6. ~Real estate, bw to acquire. Libby v. U nion Natl. 
curity for debt. Wharton v. Moore (N. C. 8. C.), Ab.. 136 sank (111. 8. Ab... ones: ae ice 

16. 4 ul action lies er one assuming. ‘Follansbe 7.—Set-off ; bene po Fan set-off note against the penalty 

ey Gs, 1 GR MU, , coca cancsdeceeaxceseces 477 of double amount of interest on usurious note. Leb- 

17. By principal to secure cunely enforceable by creditor ; anon Natl. Bank v. Karmany (Penn. 8. C.), N . 402 
defective execution ; record of deeds ; competency of 8.—Statutory construction; repeal ; jurisdiction of suits 
witness. Morrill v. Morrill (Vt. S. C.), Full : 151 by and —. Third —_ Bank of St. Louis v.Harri- 

18.—Priority between mortgage to secure advancements son (U.S. C. Mo.), Ab ‘ — ‘“s 
and judgments. Ackerman v. Hunsicker (N. Y. App.), 9.—Taxation of autos E vansvilie N Vatl. Bank v. Britton 
Full Songun ‘ 8 (U.S.C. C., Ind.), Full es Seuasankanes aa 

19. —of lien; notice; reaso nab ~ inquiry: pe artne ship. 10.———- of, under State law ; injunction; who may main- 
Passumsic Say. Bank v Natl. Bank (| 8. > tain action to restrain collection of tax. Albany City 

Dixecddaveses uhendeuced me csdens eebeueeneds 357 Natl. Bank v. Maher (U. 8. C. C., N. Y.), Ab. ....... 207 
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2. NATIONAL BANKS- -Continued, Page. ‘NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS- Cont'd. Page. 
11.——— of shares. First Natl. Bank of Chicago v. Farwell 12,—Holder for value; presumption. Union Natl. Bank of 

(U. 8. C. C., Ill.), Ab : wu da itdcr 336 Chicago v. Barber (Iowa S. C.), Ab.......... 4%! 

7 12.--Usury; illegal interest how recovered ‘First 2 Natl. 13.—Note payable at bank; necessity ~ prese ntation as 

Bank of Peterboro v. Childs (Mass. 8. C.), 103 tomaker. Bank v. Zorn (S. C. 8. C.), N. 142 
Fs 13. - by; renewal notes. Farmer's & Meech Bank v. 14.—-—-.,, accommodation, acquired after maturity ; : rights 

6 Ss Hoagland (U.S. C. C., Penn.), a 138 | of holder First Natl. Bank of Salem v. Grant (Me. S. 
14.———- paid on one debt, cannot be app lied to dise harge C.), a yere py re ee eee 24 

principalof another. Driesbachv. Second Natl. Bank 15. Notice ; note given for. spirituous liquors ; ‘illegal con- 

16 i ~ ms &. GB.) BR « one : bs ive deceeeenebinehan 435 sideration ; nick-name ** Whiskey Smith.”’ as indicating 

See Jurisdiction. business. Wright v. Wheeler (Me. S. C.), C. T. . 381 

9 16.—Payment; effect of ‘stranger taking up note. Swope 
NATURALIZATION Half-breed Indian not “ white v. Le ‘fin ewell Mo. 8S. C we — ee ae P "7 

7 person.” In re Camille (U. S.C. C., Or.), Ab....-.... 15 | 17,--Receiver's certificates usually not; holder for value 
NEGLIGENCE. Burden of proof; what is not negli- takes subject bo cquitins Union Trust Co. v. Chic. & 

gence; duty of travellers in streets. Baker v. Fehr L. H. R. R. Co. (U. 8. C. C., Mich.), Ab..... 195 
5) (Penn. 8. C.), Ab.... ae 96 me ot. : one not payee, indorsing. Rice v. ¢ Cook (Me. 
2.--—— in action for injury ‘resulting in | death; when on Ge ae Bs Ms «cn cae neue: 446: wareean ooccgenneenaneaeas 78 
plaintiff. Benson v. Titcomb (Me. 8. C Ab. ... 855 | 19,—Title to conpons from stolen bonds sold after maturity 
3.—-Contributory ; what is ** measure of prude nee.”’ Bloom- | to innocent parc nese j conflict of law. Wylie v. 
ington v. Perdue (Ill. 8. C.), N ea 83 | Speyer (N. Y. C.), Ab ag aCe eee 378 
4.—Carriers, concurrent negligence of: joint action may 20 — to ao stolen coupons. “Hinckler vy. Mer- 
be 1 eee i against both. Cuddy v. Horn (Mich | chants’ Natl. Bank (Mass. 8. C.), Ab... ....+.+.-s- 436 

{ 8.C N 103 See Agency; Contract; Corporations; Evidence; In- 
5.———, aie n “contributory negligence of, imputable to surance, Lifc; Judgment ; Subrogation. 

- sseng » z » ‘o ,over Yon g 

> PR. ya Phila. & B. B. 2. | is ee Cee D. 319 NEWSPAPER. See Criminal Law; Slander and 
6.—In setting fires in stubble field. Kipner v. Biebl (Minn. sibel 

8. C.), Full : sorks -- . 192 meer TRIAL. See Trial. 
6 7%.—In setting off fire works in public street. Jenne v ; NOTARY PUBLIC. Not liable in damages for in- 
Sutton (N. J App , Ab . woe sereseceee M15 correctly certifying acknowledgment. Commonwealth 
P4 8.—Duty of owner of premises ‘to one thereon by license. v. Haines (Penn. L Lk Mices och. camaenen ecndese baat ae 
Morgan v. Penn. R. R. Co. (U. 8. C. C., N. Y.), Ab 155 s Evidence. 
® ® a “1 — = — né MoM. by same person at NOTICE. To attorney - ateaienien umbrance angen able 
7 C.). Ab Pe 7 Maas to client. Donald v. Beals (Cal. S. C.), Ab.. 15 
F 10.—If ‘no evidence of, case must be taken from jury; 2.—T'o director of bank while not engaged officially’ or as 
5 4 master and servant. Phila. & R. R. R. Co. v. Schertle agent, is inoperative as notice to the bank ; knowlege of 
(Penn. S. C.), Ab sss : a ae agent before employment. Fairfield Savings Bankv. 
4 i In driving horse in street. Manzoni y. Douglas (Eng. Chase oe S. ©.), AD... .. 06... sevens aeee cevuseeeees 407 
P. D.), Full.... ; cea ee ea ae et Assignment: Negotiable Ins truments. 
12. AE. and servant ; contributory by hostler in groom- NOVATION. Of parties; action of assumpsit in com- 

4 ing vicious mare; fort l animal by ser- mon courts. Cadens y. Teasdale (Vt. 8S. C.), Full..... 394 

vant. Green & C. Stree Co. v. Bresmer See Parties. 

7 , (Penn. 8. C.), N. . seeeee . -.- RAR NUISANCE jurial ground, private, not necessarily 
13.———; ship furnishing unsafe machinery to unload, a nuisance King esbury Vv Pioern tabs S.C.) N... 208 

7 The — U. 8.8. D.C.), Ab ose sesecccevene SOD 2.--Burial ; ground p luting underground water ; enjoin- 
14.—By railroad oy any when crossing highway with ing boar« ‘dof health. Upjohn v. Board of Health (Mich, 

6 train: failure t e statutory signals ; question kor S. C.), Ab. eet ce ak es 

jury. Chica. & N. W Ry. Co, v. Miller (Mich. 8. C.), | 3.—Damages ; use of pre smises for brothel. Givens v. Van 

_ Ab oe se, . tes seccecscee OFT | Studdiford (Mo. 8. C.), Ab ‘ EIT 
15.——— ; contributory ; injury to child trespassing ; when 4—Dock in waters of navigable lake; adjoining land 

8 company not liable. Chic. & N. W.R. R. Co. v. Smith owner may not convert materials of. Larson y. Fur- 

. (Mich. 5. C.), Ab ‘s * . wteeeeess BOG long (Wis. S. C.), Ab ;  - 
16.——— ; presumption of care ; rights and duties of rail- 5.—Highway, stopping with stage coach on, for ‘unreason- 

9 road company and traveller on hig = iy at crossing. able time is. Turner v. Holtzman (Md. S. C.), N . 383 
Louisville, Cin, & L. R. KR. Co. v. Goetz (Ky. App.), 7 6.—Maintenance of hospital for infectious disease shy oe 

3 _ Ab....... ssete st aseenseses sesceee sersseccsee sees 376 lic board. Metrop. Asylum Dist. v. Hill (Eng. H. of 
17.—Injury by railroad train to trave ler at priv: ate cross- ay eens CBs eds. 239 

ing ; duty of company and traveller. Thomas y. Del., 7.—Overhanging branches not ‘per se: “may be / ped by 

B Lack. & W. R. R. Co. (U.S.C. C., N. ¥.), Ab 415 party injured. Countryman v. nee (N. S.C.) 
18.—Defective railway : on highways; highway not ee, cece nae eee oe 

legal one; travelling on unsafe highws ia—<— it" v- : 

gence per s¢ Kelly vy. South, Minn. Ry. Co. (Minn. 8S. 
re ), Ab.... ast = a EY 196 | OATH. Formality essential to proper “' ninistration of. 

5 19.—Re mote cause ; setting fire by engine-sparks. Small O'Reilly v. People (N. Y. App.) g Piccseccacdacves . BR 
- v , Chicago, R. | [. & P. Ry _ Co (lowa Ss C.), Ab Beane - % | OFFICE AND OFFICERS. Contract. person: val 
20.—Respondeat superior; when owner liable for negli- } liabili ty of public officers on. Wing v. Glick (lowaS. 

gence of contractor. Sturges v. Society of Theological oof C.). Full pen Se Bh eer are 132 
Education Mass. § S .), Ab. . . socssaes 60 2. “Penalty for taking illegal fees; when good faith not a 
21.—Unsafe wharf; liability of owner to customs officer in- defense. Cobbey v. Burks (Ne i So eS 
jured. Low v. Grand Trunk Ry. Co. (Me. 8. C.), Full, 467 3.—When officer not liable for 7 ial acts ultra vires 
See Animals; Carrier; Executor; Insurance, Acct- Huthsing v. Bousquet (U.S. C Iowa), Ab a2 2. B87 
dent ; i uritime Lau i anamen and Servant ; Muni- See Constitutional Lau bye ; Suretyship. 
r) 7] ( wrations : ca) ( y | 
i heat shelisic OYSTERS. See‘ ‘onstitutional Law. 
NEGOTIABL E INS STRUMENTS. What, fail- 
ire of consideration. Stevens v. Johnson (Minn. § 
C ), Ab esnese hos a ...... 237 | PARENT AND CHILD. See Duress. 
2.—Attorney’s fee; stipulation to pay, when valid. Wilson ae | PARTIES. Corporations, when not party to contract 
Sewing M. Co. v. Morino (U.S.C C.,Or), Ab 336 of trustees ; novation of parties. Chafee v. R. R. Co. 
i oe | due diligence in presentation First Natl. (Vt. S. C.), Ab. 397 
sank of Charlotte v. Alexander (N.C. 8. C.), Ab... . 17 ; pinkie Siete ay peace ee: a 
4.——; assignment for creditors by drawer before pre- “| PARTITION. See Landlord and Tenant. 
sentation to drawee for egg Ker ul of First PARTNERSHIP. Agent of firm signing note as part- 
Natl. Bank of Harrisburg (Per §.C Ab 198 ner, liable as such. Nichols v. James (Mass. 8. C.), 
' Corporation « note made i Simpson v. Garland Ab. ia. See uee ie dah idicamasiecesee 
) (Me. S. C.), Full : aa 353 2.—Construction of ; what is not partnership. Walker v. 
6.—Draft; without place of payment, may be ‘pre: sented Spencer (N. Y. Ap P. a err . + 414 
where made. Wittowski v. Smith (N.C. S C.), Ab.. 198 8.—Free masons lodge ordinarily not. Ash v. Guie 
7.——; promise to accept not acceptance; rights of pur- (Penn. S. C.), N ‘ 83 
chaser buying on faith of promise hy telegraph to ac- 4.—Interest of partner se eizable on. process against him; 
cept Franklin Bank v. Lynch (Md. App.), Ab. 17 levy on firm property. Randall v. Johnson (R. L 
.——— of indorser of altered, liable only as indorser. Sus- C.), Ab onl 
quehanna Valley Bank v. Loomis (N. Y. App.). Ab 14 5.—Levy upon firm property for partner’ s individual 
9,—Evidence, order of; fraud as a defense. Johnson v. debt. Hershfield v. Claflin (Kans. S$. C ), Ab 236 
McMurray (Mo 8. C ), Ab...... tage se 6.—Liability of outgoing partner for subsequent debts of 
10.—Guaranty not negotiable, nor does it become so by firm. Register v. Dodge (U.S. C. C., N. Y.), Ab. 15 
being indorsed upon negotiable paper; indorsement 7.—Participating in profits as cx enpensation for services. 
before payee. Haydenv Weldon(N J. 38. C.), Full, 273 | Holbrook v. O’Berne (lowa S. C.), N. 62 
11.—Promissory note providing for attorney's San, not. 8.—Real estate purchased with partnership ‘funds, when 
First } — of New Windsor v i ne ers C.8. | treated as personal property: sale by survivor ; equit- 
Gude GD cccccscevecosscesse peauneceeeensens Oe able ownership. Shanks v. Klein (U.S. S. C.), "Full... 427 
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as to purchase of firm 


PARTNERSHIP—Continued. 


9.—Rights of surviving partner 


property. Kimball v. Lincoln (Il. 8. C.), Ab 396 
See Attorney and Client ; Mortgage , Subrogation. 
PASSENGER. See Assault. 
PARTY. See Contract. 


PATENT. Construction of agreement to pay royalty 
Palmer's Appeal (Penn. 8. C.), Ab 97 

2.—Infringement ; damages, must be prove d: where but 

one element in machine composed of severe ul, infringed. 











Calkins v. Bertrand (U. 8. C. C., Ill.), Ab 415 
3. —; transfer of patented article made abroad 
through custom house for exportation not vending, 
making or using; agency. Nahels’ Explosive Co. v. 
Jones (Eng. App.), Ab ° . 199 
4.—In action for infringement, licensee not estopper ad t ) 
deny validity of; defense. National Manuf. Co. 
Meyers (U.S. C. C., Ohio), Ab.. ‘ 194 
5.—May be reached by creditor's bill. Gillette v. Bate 
(N.Y App). ), Full : 368 
6.—Person aiding inventor with | suggestions, not inventor. 
Natl. Feather Duster Co. v. Hibbard (U. 8. D C. 
ll.), N th .00n enbenee . 524 
7.—Reissue: decision of commissioner as to necessity : 
varying claims upon. Smith v. Merriam (U.S. C. 
hat pre : ion 
8.—Right liable for debts of owner. Pacific Bank v. Rob- 
inson (Cal. 8. C_), Full.... aes 4 
9.—Sale of surrendered one, if reissue desired, avois at 
effect of surrender for reissue. Peck v. Collins (U 
8.Cj. Ab s ‘ , ° -- 115 
10.—Title under from United States, of lands acquired from 
Mexico Adamvy. Norris (U. 8. 8. C.), Ab 15 
PAYMENT. Application where no direction given 
Hersey v. Bennett (Minn. 8. ¢ Ab ee ; rr 
2,—By note of third party; acceptance of two drafts in 
exchange for unpaid note; note or drafts do not con 
titute payment. Hunter y. Moul (Penn. 8. C ), Full.. 469 
3.—Priority of United States not a lien. United States v 
Griswaid (U. 8. C. C., Or.), 33} 
PENALTY. See Office and officer 
PILOT. See License; V me Lau 
PLEADING. Defense founded on statute of frauds 
eannot be raised by demurrer. Futcher v. Futcher 
(Eng. Ch. D.), Ab. a 498 
2.—Variance; in ‘actions of tort. Simonds v. Pollard (Vt 
DL ME anes 06 cdbented«G.8kend oes + 0000s 00.000008 7 
See Contract; Criminal Law; Pract&ec; Statutory 
Construction 
PLEDGE. Muty of pledgeeast pledges. Wells v. Wells 
ve. &. U Ab : 137 
2.—of mannii able paper; rights of ue ~lgee Reape aapeneen v. 


Veeder (Ill. 8. ¢ BE. nixniscaes a -snche Oe 


PRACTICE. Action, equitable; discovery; when officer 


of corporation cannot be made party toc ympel delive ry. 





aw Chic., St. L. & N. O. Ry. Co. (U.S.C. C 
N. Y.) asa Ot 
— Affirm: —~ on merits on motion to dismiss. Hinckley 
v. Morton S. BS. ©.), AD... aus - 115 
3.—For new trial after judgme nt: what re q tires { to au- 
thorize relief. Sheffield v. Mullen Otinn. Ss . Ab.... 437 
4.—Bills of review. Davis v. Speiden (U. ’ Full. Hi7 
5.——: when only can be brought. a Tage v “Meyrose 
(U. 8. C. C., Mo.), Ab... “i Se 
6.—At common law; pleading over after demurrer sus- 
tained. Mayberry v, Brackett (Me. ©.), AB. .ncccce. BS 
7.—Constitutional questi ym, When cannot be raised upon 
appealable order. In re Department of Public Works _ 
(N. Y. App.), * ga ers ais 73 
8.—Omission in declaration not g vund of error aiter ver- 
dict. Lincoln v. Cambria Iron Co. (U.S. 8. C.), Ab. 34 
9.—Trial; general exception to each sentence of the’ charge 
not available. Schelley v. Diehl (N. Y. App.), Ab 495 
10.———; stipulation as to sealed verdict, Koon v. ’ Phoenix 
ek Oe, Beth Os Oils Wee TP. Gs Bic cc. wccc-accccece 154 
11.—Waiver of jury, stipulation; review of ju igment ‘on 
agreed facts; construction of bond on appeal; damages. 
+ ahr Wayne Co. v. Kennicott (U. 8. 8. C.), : 
BEG. ek HOC EASE AGRA AAKOLEEE Sco) -ntdsuaeeebersense 95 
“See . Appeal; “Mi chi Lien 
PRIVILEGE. One attending to take deposition, pro- 
an i from civil gpa Bridges v. Sheldon (U.S 
C.C., Vt.), Ab ‘i 134 
pa RARD COMMUNICATIONS sefore 
litigation, bet ween solicitor and surveyo msulted by 
hin, not privileged. Wheeler vy. La Marchant (Eng 
App.), Ab..... 230 
2 Reporting r beggar as impostor is. Waller v. Lock (Eng. 
App.), Full.. ; Ansdneedsaswasoned 172 
See Slander and Libel 
PROBATE. See Will 
PROCESS Imasunity of witness from; contempt. In 
Healey (Vt. 8. C.), Full aie ae ecee 529 
2.- WW rongful seizure ma r offer to return pr ie rty. Car- 
penter v. Dresser (Me §. C.), Ab. aa e 177 
FRCMISSORY NOTE. See Neyotiable Instru- 
ments 





Page. 
PROSTITUTION. See Statutory Construction. 
PROXIMATE AND REMOTE CAUSE. See 
Insurance, Accidental; Negligence 

PUBLIC OFFICER See Office and Officer. 
PUBLIC PLACE What is; posting of notice of 

attached property ; ey ~~ farm. Goss v. Cardell 

(Vt. 8S. C.), Ab : 457 
PUBLIC RECO RDS. Tax-lists | are amprey v. 

Donacour (N ie Sse SUK 6hd cneebned 640K e6s. Sebebeen 17 
RAILROADS. See Corporations; False Impris 


ment ; Master and Servant ; 
RAPE. See Criminal Law. 
REAL ESTATE. See Partnership. 
RECEIVER. Foreclosure, whe nn not eppetates in 
Morris v. Branchand (Wis. 8. C.), Ab ccccce 
See Corporations; Nego iad le Instrume nts 
RECEIVER OF STOLEN GOODS. See 


inal Law. 


Mortgage 2 Ne gliye nee 


Crim- 








RECORD See Removal of Cause; Public Records. 
REMOVAL OF CAUSE. Amount to authorize not 
fixed by counter-claim. Fails Wire Mfg. Co. vy. Bro- 
derick (U.S.C. C, Mo.), Ab.... 74 
2.—Citizenship, to authorize, must exist when suit ‘com- 
menced. Kaeser v. Ill. Cent. R. Co q@. &. G. @., 
lowa), ia ey ee or 15 
8.—Under act of 1875; provis sion as to filing th nseript 
directory; u pro tunc; rights « fants ; 
dc ymnicile; wh ition must contain. eee Vv 
cKenna (U »., Tenn.), Ab 375 
t. Railroad company formed by consolidation of com- 


panies in three States; Johnson v. Phila. W. & B. R. 
R. Co. (U. 8S. C. C, Penn.), Ab....... 536 





5.—Replevin, action against sheriff ; continu by State 
court after removal. Kern v. Huidekoper (U.S. 8. C.), 
Full .. P ate ae er 86 
6.— Residence apes. Chester v. Chester (U. 8. C. C., 
Tenn), Ab .. iene eenaeae ne 
7 ; action by insur: ince comp: any against one setting 
insured property on fire First Presbyterian Society 
Transportation Co. (U. 8. C. C., Wis.), Ab a 116 
8.— when, on ground of. Broadway Natl. Bank v. 
Adams (Mass. 8. C Ab... cies atc 
REPLEV IN. C ¥. in the stalk subject of : “judicial 
’e. Garth v ‘aldwel 1 (Mo. 8. C.), Ab... 236 
2. ‘De mand and refusal. Me rriam v. Lynch (Wis. S. C.), 
Bcc cetuces ° xeal sen ‘ xeae ésud<e 459 
See Removal of Cause. 
RESIDENCE. See Corporations. 
RE-SENTENCE. See Criminal Law. 
RESPONDEAT SUPERIOR. See Negligence. 
RIGHT OF WAY. Upon conveyance of one of two 
adjoining closes. Barkshire y. Grubb (Eng. Ch. D.), 
Full... ven saavenss sasenene Se 
See Way 
RIOT. Municipal corporations ; ‘‘ destruction; notice. 
Solomon y. Kingston (N. Y. 8. C SRLS 43 
RIPARIAN RIGHTS. Municipal corporations; 
right of action by riparian owner for obstruction of 
stream; nuisance. Garritee v. Mayor (Md, App.), Ab 75 
2.—Owners along a canal. Lawson v. Mowry (Wis. 8S. C.), 
Ue ctennseeeons bine oe (is shetichhabehiaien 128 
Se e "Water-« yurse. 
SALE. Conditional; title not to vest until payment in 
ft ul; bona fide pur ser from vendee. Ketchum v. 
Brennan (Miss. 8. ( aude : aie, Weliiaiee aad . 343 
2.— : bona fide purchaser from vendee. Halman v. 
Lock oy Ri rr eee ere rey 363 


3.—Delivery ; of household ‘goods to housekee per. (Aus- 
tria), N 443 

1.—Of goods to ‘insolvi nt  vendee sn 1ay be resc inded as 
against his voluntary assignee, when vendee concealed 





insolvency. Davis vy. Stewart (U. S. C. C., Iowa), 
Ab. : ; ay anda alate ks scmsbiceal —_— oo « OB 
5 (Of personal property ; when goods sold to be sent 
through carrier, delivered and title passes; order 
through broker. Hobart v. Littlefield (R. 1. S.C.) Ab.. 319 
— in warehouse; delivery. Sparrow v. Pate (Ga. S. 
C.), Ab . 416 
7.—Of real estate; when afte r-acquired title of ‘grantor 
inures to grantee Halbrook v. Debo (Ill. S. C.), Ab.. 295 
8.- ; election to avoid; irregularities; purchaser with- 
out notice not affected by; must be exercised in reason- 
able time. Jenkins v. Pierce (IIL. S. ¢ Ab 135 
See Action; Mortgage, Chattel; Statute of Fr auds ; 
Warranty. 
SALVAGE. See Maritime Law. 


SAVINGS BANKS 
interest to depositors beyond profits of bank ; 
construction ; Laws 1869, ch. 388; penal statute 
Dyck v. MeQuade (N. Y. App.) Ab......... 


Liability of trustee for paying 
statutory 
Van 
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SAVINGS BANKS—Continued. Page. 
— ayment by; of deposit to another under void order 
judge in ‘supplement: wy proceedings. Schrauth v 



























































STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS—Continued. Page. 
8.—Mutual account ; items omitted in settlement by mis- 
take; statute will bar recovery, wit six years. 
































Dry Dock Savings Bank (N. Y. App.), Ab ; 374 Lancey v. Maine Cent. R. R. Co. (Me. Ab. 355 
3.—Title to deposit in; deposit in name of another with- 9.—New promise; what sufficient to consitiute to toll 
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